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Section I of Notes on Granville Families‏ 


To the reader: This document is a draft of the introduction 
of a project still in work. I have edited out many 
comments concerning my methodology, which will be of 
little interest to most readers here. The information 
contained with in the following sections have been re- 
written , edited, and added to for many years, so please 
forgive the many typographical and grammatical errors 
that you might encounter. I hope that by publishing this 
work in the "Gooch Family Journal", will insight some 
interest, comments and corrections, so please let me hear 
from you. Though family history belongs to all of us, 
please be aware that this specific material is protected by 
copyright restrictions. 

J. Daniel Mahar, 180 Henry Street 

San Francisco, CA 94114 


I. Introduction 


GOAL 

The initial focus of this project was to expound upon 
existing genealogies of the Gooch family and substantiate 
these works with relevant historical records. Existing 
genealogical works are often far too speculative and their 
content is generally falls short in depth and breadth of 
information. Names and dates alone, make uninteresting 
reading and what interesting accounts have traditionally 
been quoted are, for the most part, wholly unsubstantiated 
or untrue. Part of the failure of these past works is 
grounded in the purpose and goals set by those who 
produced the works. Entrance into various hereditary 
based organizations served as a major motivation for 
genealogical research. Family history as an expression of 
family pride, has also been a primary motivation behind 
these existing works. These traditional scopes have 
narrowed research with superficial goals. Instead I have 
utilize the framework of kinship provided by these older 
genealogical works and attempt to explore other issues. It 
is my hopes to broaden the possibilities of research and 
utilize a more historical approach to the material. It is 
also my hope that the opened endedness of this project 
will encourage others to add to the body of this work with 
more specific theses. 


II. The Gooch Family 

These narratives revolve around the Gooch family of 
Granville County, North Carolina and their connections 
(most of the Granville material is not included in my 
work published in the Gooch Family Journal). Today, the 
Gooch family identity is certainly the strongest among 
my many ancestors in my immediate family. For this 
reason alone, the Gooch family is presented here as the 
core of the research. 


Almost all of the existing genealogical works of 
the Gooch family concern origins in Virginia. It is clear 
that the Gooches of Granville County do have origins in 
Virginia; however, the materials of the greatest quality and 
of the greatest quantity, is to be found in the North 
Carolina records. The majority of the notes in this 
volume focus on the Gooch Family of Granville County 
and their connections. No one has systematically 
documented the vast public records that the Gooches left 
in Granville County. Private records have been almost 
completely ignored in Gooch genealogy. Other than the 
preservation of names and dates, no work has been done to 
compile, examine, and explicate what these documents 
indicate about individuals, their lives and the world they 
lived in. The observations made here are based on both 
records contemporary with the individuals sketched here 
and on family traditions surviving into modern times. 
Using a juxtaposition of these various sources, I have 
tried to create a detailed and factual, narrative of these 
people, their friends, and connections. It is my hope, that 
these biographical sketches (not included here) will make 
accessible the history of these people and also help in 
constructing a more broad and comprehensive resource to 
describe the American experience. 

To introduce this volume of biographical 
sketches, I include in this first section a survey of 
the early history of the Gooch family in 
Virginia. Similar introductions for other families 
researched here, are included as appendices. Within this 
introduction, I try to trace, identify and document the 
origins of traditional Gooch family history, which is 
found in published works. I also try to include new 
documents which have been identified by the recent 
publications of many abstracts of Virginia records. 
Finally, I incorporate other non-published genealogical 
work that has been done, or is in progress in order to give 
a greater scope to this work. Issues relevant to general 
Virginia and North Carolina research have also been 
included. In short, this first portion is a resource guide for 
Gooch family research. 


BRITISH ORIGINS 

The Gooch family is most certainly of British 
origin. The history of the English Isles, proves that there 
is great cultural and ethnic diversity among the people that 
are generally referred to as "English". In the Seventeenth 
century, this diversity was still evident. Attesting to this 
diversity, each section of Britain hold unique variations 
that became less distinct as time, travel and politics 
mobilized and integrated the population. In the 
Seventeenth century, some of these folk ways were still in 
tact and brought to the New World. The emigration of 
British to the colonies did not represent a homogeneous 
settlement, but waves of several emigrations, each tide of 
settlers characterized by regional, class, religion and/or 
generational differences. This is David H. Fischer's thesis 
in his book, ion' : r_Briti 1 
America, a work which I will extensively quote here to 
provide background for understanding early family 
patterns. By the Seventeenth Century, the rapid 
urbanization of England complicates the identification of 
regional cultures by transit records alone. The lack of 


clear and detailed emigration records for early Gooch 
people and the unclear genealogical origins of the Gooch 
family of Granville also bring to question the actual 
location of origin within Britain. Class is also difficult to 
define, since no clear lineage exist to link known branches 
of this family to early ancestors listed in colonial records. 
Religious orientation is also unclear, since the State 
religion imposed on early Virginia repressed 
documentation of dissident religious activities. If not 
discoverable in Virginian records, research must turn to 
British records as a supplement. This task, as far as I 
know, has not been done to any significant extent. 


ORIGIN OF NAME 

The most basic kinship identity for an individual 
is his/her surname. It is at this point that the difference 
between surname and kinship should be established. 
Kinship is based on biological descent. A surname 
initially was mechanism to distinguish one person from 
another holding the same personal name. Often surnames 
have more to do with occupation and geographical origins 
than kinship; this is certainly true within British cultures. 
Surnames are a tradition brought by the conquering 
Normans and are relatively new among the people of that 
region, many who did not adopt the use of surnames until 
the Sixteenth century. The name Gooch is a clue for 
identifying the past history of this family, but only in a 
very general way. For instance, the use of this surname 
strongly suggests British origins where that name is 
found; however the origin of the Gooch name in Britain is 
many fold. The origins are remote enough, that for the 
purposes of American research, name origin holds little 
usefulness other than as a curiosity. It is fortunate that 
the name is rare enough to imply some regional/cultural 
identities which is the sole clue for the earliest origins of 
this family. The variations, Gouge, Gough, Goff, and 
Gouch are found throughout Virginia and most variations 
are used interchangeably throughout the Southern States, 
until the Nineteenth century. Gooch, in early Virginia, 
was traditionally pronounced as Gouge [re: Fischer, 
Albion's Seed; p. 259]. Public records show various 
spellings, since standardization did not appear until the 
late Eighteenth and often Nineteenth centuries. The name 
Gooch, is considered to be derived from a variation of the 
Welsh word cuch, in its form as an adjective for red-haired 
or red-faced. The form Gough is found in modern Salop, 
Hereford, and Wilts all Western counties, with Salop and 
Hereford bordering on Wales. The Oxford Dictionary of 
English Surnames gives two sources for the Gooch name. 
In the eastern counties and especially East Anglia, 
"Gooch" is identified as an occupational name, of Cornish 
or Bretton origins from the root of "gobha", Celtic for 
"smith". Oxford also identifies the more common origin 
as a nickname derived from the Welsh word for "red"; 
however the use of the spelling g-o-o-c-h, is most often 
found in East Anglia. The name Goffe, which seems 
interchangeable in Virginia records with Gough and 
Gooch, is often characterized in dictionaries of English 
surnames as a unique surname and not a variation of 
Gooch, though Virginia records appear to use the two 
interchangeably. The Virginia Gooches have been 
strongly associated with the eastern counties, possibly due 


the origins Governor William Gooch of Virginia whose 
family were of Suffolk. Ethnically, Norfolk and Suffolk 
were counties dominated by first the Angles and then the 
Danes, two cultures which strongly shaped that region of 
England. According to the models constructed by David 
Fischer, in his social history of Anglo cultural traditions, 
the emigration of English to Virginia was dominated by 
the natives of Southern and Western Counties (Wessex), 
better known as the Cavaliers [re: Fischer, Albion's ]. 
Fischer concludes that Virginia reflects the social 
structure, values, dialects and regional traditions of the 
ancient region of Wessex. 

The only formally published Gooch genealogy in 
America, Frank Austin Gooch's genealogy, addresses the 
origin of the Gooch name. Gooch's work profiles the 
New England Gooch family, but addresses Virginia 
emigration also, with a clear bias for Eastern county 
origins. Frank Gooch, traces the Gooch origins to a 
Norman family of Danish origins in which the following 
names are related: de Gouis, de Guiz, le Gise, Goche and 
Gooch. The noble lineage most associated with this name 
is the family of the Princes of Powys, a lineage which is 
rooted in Hrolf Turstain in the 10th century and descends 
to John Gooch of Alivingham in the 17th century. It is 
through this line that Frank A. Gooch also traces the 
Virginia settlers (re: ibid., pg. 33]. Frank Austin Gooch's 
work does not provide the type of substantive research 
needed to draw the conclusions he makes. One thing that 
Gooch's work clearly shows, is that the New England 
Gooch family has as much difficulty confirming their 
17th century English ancestors, as do the Virginia lines. 
His argument for descent from Matthew Goche (1566- 
1624) and his wife Alice Coney, is a more compelling 
argument for the Virginia emigration of five brothers: 
Jeffery, William, Henry, Matthew and John. 
Unfortunately, almost any Gooch Will found in Norfolk 
and Suffolk use names found in Virginia creating a 
thousand plausible ancestors, but providing no substantive 
proof. I have not found any English Wills that mention 
kin in Virginia. Only through careful research among 
British records can any specific conclusions be made. 


NORFOLK & SUFFOLK ORIGINS 

By frequency of the name in local records, the 
Gooch family is associated with the Eastern counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk; therefore, Fischer's typical Virginian 
emigrant model with West county origins. Though there 
is no indication which region early Virginia Gooches 
emigrated from, origins from the East of Britain would 
suggest some interesting cultural differences from that of 
the majority of Virginia's population. These differences 
might, in turn, reflect in their political alliances and 
choice of families to marry into. Though a rather far 
fetched tool in defining early families, the traditional 
assumptions of East British origins may lead to English 
records that might clarify family origins. The turbulent 
period of the English Civil War took place at a time of 
mass emigration to the New World, origins in the Eastern 
counties would suggest sympathies with Cromwell. 

Norfolk and Suffolk were in the heartland of the 
Puritan reform in England and along with Essex, provided 
England with the greatest amount of Puritan preachers and 


the bulk of the population of Puritan New England [re: 
Fischer, Albion's p.]. These counties formed the greater 
part of the region known as East Anglia, which was a hot 
bed of political and religious reform. Among the several 
significant uprisings in English history, many emanated 
from East Anglia. The Peasant Revolt of 1381 included 
Norfolk and Suffolk and these two regions were two of the 
seven counties that made up the Eastern Association, 
which would lead England into Civil War in 1643. In the 
English Civil War, the heavily populated counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk were predominately on the sides of 
the Roundheads. 

These Eastern regions were characterized by a 
large middleclass, of freeholders, greater in number and 
powers than elsewhere in England. This is converse to 
much of the South and West which was still characterized 
by large landowners and servants in the Sixteenth and 
Seventeenth centuries. One reason for a successful 
middleclass in the East, is the presence of trade between 
the Eastern Counties and the Dutch. Trade and shipping 
also made these counties the first gateways for American 
emigration. Fischer quotes this passage, describing the 
Norfolk character: 


“the Norfolk man, gentle or simple, tended to be 
dour, stubborn, fond of argument and litigation, strongly 
Puritan in his religious views. The type was far from 
universal...but it was a type to which the majority of all 
classes to some degree, conformed" 


[re: R.W. Ketton-Cremer Norfolk in the Civil War (1969) 


p.20]. 

The political and religious climate of Fast Anglia 
in the first half of the Seventeenth Century is notable in 
the context of Gooch emigration to Virginia, which was 
heaviest during this period of conflict and political change. 
If the Gooch family of Virginia did originate in the 
Eastern counties of Suffolk, it can significantly add to the 
understanding of there place in early Virginia and the 
implications of their actions and traditions. 


V. Gooches of Virginia 

It is neither true nor false that all of the Gooches 
found in Virginia are related. This is important to state, 
since Virginia Gooch genealogy has traditionally assumed 
kinship among all by this name. Much of what is 
examined in this introduction, is an analysis of where 
these genealogical traditions come from. Existing 
Virginian genealogy is made difficult by two obstacles; 
the records our ancestors left behind and the genealogist 
himself. 

Each time history is recorded, some degree of 
editing takes place. Genealogy is history. The kinds of 
edits vary, as do the motivations to record events. Even 
the basic tools of language and the computer used, 
influence the way material is examined, assimilated, and 
expressed. The real danger in editing is not the act itself; 
for editing is an equally necessary enriching process 
capable of capturing new observations, but the denial that 
editing is a part of historical writing. When genealogical 


works are viewed from this perspective, the motives to 
exclude and include information, often becomes more a 
reflection of the writer's personal bias, rather than a 
historical examination of records. It is not surprising to 
find inherent in genealogy itself, family pride; for 
justifying family history has often been about justifying 
pride by recording ancestors "worth" recording. Often, the 
search for ancestors, becomes a desperate attempt to 
connect family lines to the rich and famous. This mindset 
leads to research with a bias towards the landed, the 
wealthy, or even just the easily identifiable person. This 
bias, repeatedly leads to misinterpretation of historical 
information and often the total exclusion of significant 
documents. 

The two largest repositories of family history are 
the National Society of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution and the Library/Archive of the Church of 
Christ and the Latter Day Saints. These collections of 
genealogical information prove to be both rich in material 
and also the tools which have impoverished early 
American family history by perpetuating family myths 
and institutionalizing poor research. Despite their short 
comings, these two archives prove to be powerful and 
influential sources for genealogies. 


NSDAR RESOURCES 

The records found with the National Society of 
Daughters of the American Revolution (NSDAR) exhibits 
a host of these problems, with the goal of applicants, to 
establish a connection with at least one participant of the 
American Revolution. Historically, the DAR was a 
reaction to 19th century genealogical societies, whose 
membership requirements for royal or noble lineage, 
excluded most Americans. The DAR set out to ennoble 
the patriotic soldiers of the American Revolution, 
regardless of their origins. However, the history the DAR 
wished to preserve, was not necessarily a truthful 
representation of the people of the times. Exclusions of 
mixed races, illegitimate, common-law marriage and many 
other common cultural characteristics, which at the time 
the DAR was established, held negative connotations, 
limited and often distorted family accounts, if not editing 
them out all together. Though the DAR provides a 
repository of over a century of collected materials, the 
middle class sensibilities of the DAR inhibit a truthful 
examination of family records through the society's 
format. Their attempt to preserve what they saw as their 
noble heritage, often became a process of editing a lineage 
into palatable histories. The application process results in 
a vast archive of often poorly documented records, which 
lacks historical credibility and at best fails to tell the 
whole story. 


LDS RESOURCES 

The Mormon Church has also constructed a vast 
genealogical archive with somewhat unusual results. The 
element of error found in the Mormon International 
Genealogical Index (IGI) is often high with little 
documentation and no discernible system for verification. 
Unlike the DAR, the Mormons do not demand proof or 
records backing up sources, but compile layers of 
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information with both collaborating and conflicting 
conclusions. This provides a visible record of the 
conflicting accounts in a family's history, but does little 
to clarify kinship. Like the NSDAR, the IGI provide a 
good general source for identifying potential places to 
look for information, but on specifics both institutions 
perpetuated misinformation. What these organizations 
often lack is a true curiosity for history, from which good 
research can spring. 


PROPERTY 

The traditional vehicle for genealogical research 
has been the use of public records, documenting the 
transferal of property from one person to another 
indicating specifically or indirectly kinship affiliation. 
Documents such as Wills and estate Papers, are logical 
place to find family groups. Patents, grants and deeds also 
contain genealogical information, both stated and implied. 
For those with little to divest to their kin; tax records 
were sure to record them, at least as a poll tax. Tax 
records can prove residency, document changing of age, 
recording death and prove a crucial tool in locating 
landless, but taxable adult males. These types of 
documents, record and identify people without prejudice 
towards lineage. It is for this reason that property records 
are the most preferable source for documentation. This 
brings us to the second and most serious obstacle in 
genealogical research, which is the lack of good early 
public and private records for Virginia. Between three 
Wars and various fires, Virginia has lost most of its 
public records. These two factors have led genealogists to 
speculate on fragments of records, rather than build a 
lineage out of records which span years and document the 
public life of individuals. Due to these two problems, it 
is crucial to question each genealogical link and establish 
a lineage working with original contemporary documents. 
Speculation can be fruitful in researching, but should be 
Clearly identified for what it is, an educated guess. Family 
oral traditions are a rich source of information; however 
each story should be traced to its source of origin and 
weighed against historical documentation and common 
sense. In these notes, an attempt has been made to 
reference all sources and distinguish between oral and 
written historical sources. 

It is important note that land records are gender 
bias. It is rare and lucky for any researcher to actually 
have names of 17th century female ancestors, let alone to 
have their maiden names, or to have any Statistics about 
her life. Except for a few rare cases, most land was 
granted to men. Land grants including women's names are 
naturally limited to the landed, obscuring the poor and 
landless. Having land grants as the main source for 
genealogical information, leads to more information on 
men than women. For this reason, all genealogies 
concerning Virginia, do give a strongly unbalanced record 
of Virginian life. Wills and divestiture of property does 
show that women were valued in that society and that 
both property and status could and often was transferred to 
children through both parents and their parent's families. 
The confusion of primogenitor is that the law required all 
property to go to the eldest son, less the 1/3 dower for 
surviving widows. This was true only in the cases where 
no valid Will survived. Men could divide their property, 


as they saw fit, by Will. Records of woman have surfaced 
among Court Cases, parish records and other types of court 
documents which are rare in early Virginia. It is through 
identifying available documents and searching these 
sources that new information may come to light. I have 
attempted in these notes to collect as much history both 
on women and their ancestors that is possible to identify. 
Surprisingly, quite a bit has been discoverable among 
many of the lines, though the depth and breadth of the 
information is limited. 


GOOCH RECORD 
In the process to prove the nobility of one's 
family, there is generally a loss of historical integrity, 
leaving factual information overlooked, Most genealogies 
Start out with various quotes linking original emigrants to 
noble families of England. Even elite of 17th century 
Virginia, such as the Lees and Claibornes, have proved to 
be genealogical puzzles, concerning their English origins. 
Nineteenth century genealogists were often hasty in 
making assumptions, as to ancestral origins and in doing 
so left a foundation of shaky sources that built falsehood 
upon falsehood. For the Gooch family, this has also been 
true. Few Virginia families left extensive genealogical 
records. Certainly, genealogy was of little importance to 
17th century settlers. Multiple marriages, huge mortality 
rates, half-siblings, adoption, bastard children, all create an 
enormous potential for error, whenever a researcher makes 
an assumption. Virginia genealogy, as it exists today, 
has for the most part been constructed from land records, 
by generations after the Civil War. Naturally, these 
works record the life of the landed people who settled the 
colony. These works naturally exclude the landless, and 
rarely acknowledge the indentured servitude of ancestors 
who later entered the class of the planters. These issues 
relate directly to Gooch research in Virginia. It is obvious 
that their are Gooch families with land and that there are 
records of transportation of Gooch men, whose fate is not 
recorded in land records. At this time it is difficult to 
make any assumption about early Gooch ancestors, when 
So little is still known about the 18th century family 
members. Though the Gooch family of Granville are 
both significant land holders and slave holders by 1800, 
this gives neither argument for nor against descent from 
one of the number of landed Gooch families found in 17th 
century land records. This introduction does what most 
genalogies do and that is to survey potential ancestors that 
are findable in existing records. This survey is not to 
force or infer relations of the Gooches of Granville to the 
Tidewaters families, but to create a document of all known 
Gooch records, which in one place may serve to clarify 
family ties and to prove or disprove family traditions. 
Through an exhaustive survey of these records, it is my 
hope that a provable lineage might be found. 
Realistically, it must be considered that the Gooch family 
of Granville could descend from landless emigrants and 
indentured servants, whose records are lost or obscured. 
Thomas J. Wertenbaker's 1922 work, The 
lonial Virginia, examines tax and patent 
records. What he finds is a colony dominated by small 
freeholders who received land as headrights or purchased 
land after serving an indenture. Large grants were acquired 


iv 


mainly to sell off the land in the form of small farms. 
These large grants were the medium of this era for 
investors, who wanted to take a risk for a quick and often 
very lucrative profit. Neither were the early setters large 
owners of servants and slaves. Labor was scarce in early 
Virginia and common laborers made relatively large 
incomes in the colony compared to their compatriots in 
England. Between 1635-66, 30% to 40% of the first 
Virginian settlers came as servants, most young men 
between the ages of 17 and 23. Out of these servants, a 
Significant percentage become freeholders and some are 
found later with positions as elevated as a Burgess, 
members of the colony's governing body. Comparing the 
Muster list of 1624, with the list of Burgess for 1629, 
16% of the House of Burgess appear to have arrived in 
Virginia as servants [re: Wertenbaker, pg. 72]. Even as 
late as, 1704 tithe records for Virginia, indicates that it 
was a great rarity to find servants among planters and 
those who were considered to have many servants, were 
found taxed between six and nine servants. The purpose 
in stating these statistics is to emphasize the mobility of 
very early Virginia society and to place in perspective the 
activities chronicled by public records. The Southern 
traditions of gentlemen planters, as seen by the late 19th 
century descendants is grossly inaccurate. Traditional bias 
in genealogy forces modern students to re-evaluate family 
records in terms of the era they were written in and not by 
modern standards. The simplistic approach found often in 
genealogy reflects the bias that the lives and actions of the 
famous and wealthy are more historically noteworthy, 
than that of the common man. The awareness of kinship 
is often defined solely by surname, rather than 
substantiated familial association. In contrast with most 
early genealogical methodology, which concentrated 
research upon the minority prominent landed families, 
seventy-five percent of Virginia's early immigrants arrived 
as indentured servants [re: Albion's Seed pg. 222]. This 
imbalance between the noted 25% and the ignored 75% 
has clearly distorted the perspectives in genealogical work 
to date. 

Published Gooch genealogy does not surface 
until the end of the nineteenth century and most is found 
in the William and Mary Quarterly, the earliest large scale 
collection of Virginia genealogy. Other Virginia 
magazines, such as the Virginia Magazine of History and 
Biography and Tyler's Quarterly, include various Gooch 
records. Despite the frequency of the Gooch name, as 
evident of Swem's index to these publications, no 
extensive family history has ever been published. Most 
of these published entries are in conjunction to other more 
prominent family genealogies. More ambitious in scope 
are the 20th century genealogical works, that though never 
printed, survived through reproductions. The two most 
quoted works are by Evelena Gooch Singleton (1943) and 
Frances Gooch. A third work whose author is unknown, 
was circulated among the Oxford, NC families between 
1930 and 1950. Most modern research has focused on the 
easiest Gooch males identified by Seventeenth century 
Virginia records, namely: Lt. Col. Henry Gooch, John 
Gooch and Maj. William Gooch. Though there are no 
documents which state the relationship between these 
three men, Henry, John and William are often cited as the 
three brothers who are the original emigrants and ancestors 
for all of the Gooches of Virginia. This follows a 


traditional story telling technique found in many American 
genealogies. The magical use of the number three is also 
Significant in our culture, for it is found in almost all of 
our legends, myths and tales from the three wisemen to 
the three little pigs. 

Assumptions have lead away from an overall 
objective survey of Gooch emigration, as well as an 
objective study of the men themselves. There are several 
facts that need to be stated and realized before one begins 
to link the various Gooch families. The most important 
fact is that there were more than just three Gooch 
emigrants, 


VI Seventeenth Century 


LAND RECORDS 

Early patent records are nearly the only sizable 
source that document early Virginia emigrants. A search 
of patents produce two groups of people, those receiving 
land for the transportation of people and those who were 
being transported. In some cases, an individual might 
appear as both a grantee and as a transported person over 
the course of his/her lifetime. Therefore, it is often 
difficult to really assess how many people came to 
Virginia, by the name Gooch, since each entry of a 
transported person is not necessarily unique, a person may 
be listed several times as a headright. Fraud was also 
common and the names of transported person, may be 
incorrect, may have been used more than one time or may 
even be a person who did not even live in the colony. For 
these reasons the land records provide us with more 
credible record of grantees rather than of people transported 
to the Colony. Patents do show Henry, John and William 
in the central tidewater's area of New Kent, King & 
Queen, and York Counties. Records do not show 
transactions between these men that would indicate 
kinship. The land grants also show that between 1650 
and 1714, at least ten Gooch males were transported, 
many as servants: 3 Johns (1650, 1691, 1714), 2 
Williams (1658, 1691), 1 Henry; (1664), 2 Edwards 
(1662, 1686), 1 Aaron (1664) and 1 Alexander (1666). 
On the 28th of April 1691 there is record of the 
emigration to Virginia of John, Rebecca and William 
Gooch, who arrived together and were probably kin to 
each other. This 1691 grant may also represent the 
transport of various family members, at a much later date 
than their actual arrival. This record may also indicate a 
return from England and not a true date of first arrival. In 
addition to these men, are the men granted patents. The 
patentees break into roughly nine groups of settlers that 
may or may not be related to each other, but have been 
grouped according to likelihood of a blood relationship: 


Group 1- Matthew Gough (c1613-1650): 


e arrived by 1639, settled on land named 
"Warwick" in Henrico County; 


e Hotten's List of Emigrants, "3d Sept. 1635, 
Mathew Gowgh 28yrs aboard Constance, 
Clement Campion Mr bound to Virgnia" & 
"10th Aug 1635, to be transported to Virginia 
embarked in the Saftey, John Graunt, Mr. 
Mathew Gough - 22 years..."; 


* surveyed land in 1641 for Thomas Matthews on 
Tar Bay called "Bycars", located on the James 
River, Prince George County; 


* member House of Burgess, Grand Assembly 
1642-44 for Henrico County; 


* sold to John Goode, 500 acres called "Whitby"; 


e 1661 - William Byrd's Title Book mentions the 
Henrico Co. lands of Matthew Gough deceased. 
Capt. Mathew Gough apperently died and for 
want of a will or heir the land reverted back to 
the state and granted to Capt. Thomas Stegg [re: 
BA Magazin of H & B, vol 23, p 229]. This 
conflicts with the Branch family genealogy 
which states; 


e daughter Elizabeth married Thomas Branch 
(1623-1694), son of Christopher & Mary (Addie) 
Branch, original emigrants to VA in 1620 aboard 
London Merchant re: [re: i i 


igins, p. 539 and W & 
M Qtrly, vol 26]; 


* 1704/5 Henrico rent roll shows no Gough, but 
lists: Christopher (646a), Benjamin (550a), 
James (555a), 

Thomas (540a) & Matthew (957a) Branch. 
Thomas had a brother Christopher (1627- 1665); 


Group 2- Nathaniel Gough: 


e Member of House of Burgess (Jamestown) 
1642. 


Group 3- William Gooch (1627-1655): 


* May be son to William Gooch of St. Margaret 
liketshall, East Suffolk, England and an uncle to 
Governor William Gooch of Virginia, a William 
Gooch died 1655 named as son in Visitation of 
Heralds in Suffolk; 


e 1650 - deed for 1050 acres in Westmoreland 
Co.; 


e 24 Aug 1652 - gave a deposition Stating age 
about 25 years [re: York Record Bk. 1 pg. 141]; 


e 1652 - Justice of the Peace & County 
Commissioner for York County, VA; 


e 1655 - Patented land in Westmoreland County, 
incl 6000 acres with Robert Vaulx; 


* in business with merchant Robert Vaulx a 
Quaker London merchant (or son of) who married 
Elizabeth Burwell & had land on Queen's Creek, 
York Couty; 


¢ 1655 - land in York County; 
+ 31 March 1655 named Councilor; 


e General Assembly & House of Burgess (1652- 
54); 


e Named as friend in Col. Augustine Warner's 
estate; 


e Virginia Heraldica indicate that he had a son 


named William, though there is no documented 
evidence found to support this; 


daughter Anne married 1st Capt. Thomas‏ ٭ 
Beale, Jr. (1647-1679) of Chestnut Hill; they‏ 
had issue. Anne married 2nd, William‏ 
Colston, clerk of Rappahannock Co., VA;‏ 


e dies 29 October 1655, buried at Temple Farm, 
out side of Yorktown, his old homested & later 
resident of Gov. Spotswood, oldest tombstone in 
VA, tombstone bares Gooch family crest and 
birth year 1627; 


* tombstone reads: "Major William Gooch of 
this parish died October 29, 1655. Within this 
tomb, there doth interred lie no Shape, but 
substance, true nobility. Itself, though young, 
in years just twenty-nine, yet graced with virtues 
moral, and divine; the Church from him did good 
participate in counsel rare, fit to adorne a State." 


e no known male issue; however Hening 
speculates that William Goffe, son of William 
Goffe, who married Margaret and died leaving 
sons Thomas and Robert, is Major William's 
son. There appears to be no proof of this other 
than Hening's default that there was no other 
William at that time period. 


Group 4- Henry Gooch: 


e 1655 administrated estate of Maj. Wm 
Gooch, relationship between men is unknown. 
Hening refers to Henry as supervisor of Maj. 
Wm. Gooch's estate; 
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e married, Millicent Goodwin widow of 
Robert Kinsey & sister to Major James 
Goodwin, the speaker to House of Burgess. 
Major James Goodwin refers to Gooch as brother 
in record. The Goodwins are thought to have 
originated from Middlesex County, England. 
Robert Kinsey had land in Lancaster County, 


e Maj. James Goodwin transports a Mrs. Anne 
Gooch; 


e Claimed property from Millicent's first husband 
Robert Kinsey's estate. There appears to be no 
Kinsey heirs, except Hugh who is named as 
Robert's brother. Hugh Kinsey mortgaged his 
land in Lancaster andlost it to debt; 


* Millicent appears to have had at least one child 
by Henry, William; 


e Henry may have married 2ndly to Jane Jones, 
sister to the minister of Bruton Parish; 


e 1656 - Justice of Peace for York County; 
* 1657 - Governor's Council; York County; 
۰ 12 Jan. 1658 - Commissioner of York County; 


e 17 Nov 1658 - Appears as executor and "friend" 
of Lawrence Hulett, whose will is proved in New 
Kent on this date ; 


* 16 Oct. 1660 - earliest extant land record for, 
2500 acres on Chickahominy River, patented 
along with William Pullam; 


۰ 1662 - High Sheriff of York County; 
e 03 March 1664 - Sold land; 


* 1676/7 - mentioned in official records 
concerning Bacon's Rebellion (1676), joined 
Maj. Whaley's rebels, captured, brought to court 
(1677) & fined 6000 Ibs. of pork for his 
participation. Henry disappears from the records 
after this event, it is thought that he was 
financially ruined and socially ostracized. 


Group 5 - Jane Gough (c1645-1701): 


e Daughter of Rev. Rowland Jones Sr., who 
names her in his will of 1665 in Wendover, 
Bucks County, England. She appears to be 
unmarried in 1665; 


e Married a Gooch, name unknown; 


e Possibly a daughter-in-law to Lt. Col. Henry 
Gooch or his second wife; 


1688 - Named along with her children in the will 
of her brother, Rev. Rowland Jones. She is 
provided with land till her death. Jane appears to 
have been widowed by this date, by the absents 
of her husband's name; 


* by 1699 - Jane Gooch, "Widow", purchased 100 
acres in the Pamunkey Neck, from Wm Turner. 
Turner had leased the land from the Pamunkey 
Indians, in 1699 the crown gave formal patents 
to the land. Jane is named among grantees [re: 
Louis des Cognets, Jr., i i 


Lost VA Records (1958); 


e Apr 1701 - Patented 80 acres in King & Queen 
County; 


e 1701 - Taxed in King & Queen County; 


e Feb. 10 1701/02 - Leaves a will, recorded as 
Joane Gouge [Re: King William Record Book 2, 
p 42-4 ]. Secondhand source names parish 
residence as North Farnham Parish, King 
William County [re: Robert Goffe, Notes 
(unpublished) p 71); 


e Her will names chidren: Henry, Rowland, Joan 
Peak, Elizabeth Dickenson & son-in-law (step- 
son) William Gough; 


e 1704/5 Rent Roll for King Wm Co. lists 
William & Thomas Dickason, Peake nor Jane's 
children not found, in the missing records for 
Hanover?; 


e Will witnessed by Charles Carr, Thomas 
T. Duttler & John Lattiner. Note, the 
Carr family were early VA ministers; 


e 17 July 1701; sons Henry & Rowland qualify 
as executors of Jane's estate; 


e 1704/5 Rent Roll for King & Queen, New 


Kent, York and King William Cos. show no 
record of Jane's estate or of her children. 
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Group 6 William & Martha Goffe 


(c1640 - aft1686) 


e It is unclear whether William's widow is 
Martha Goffe who is named in various New Kent 
deeds or Margaret who is named in John Prosser’s 
will as his second wife (his first wife is named 
Martha). It is thought more likely that Martha is 
Goffe's widow, since she purchases land once 
held by William Goffe and that her sons are 
named in John Prosser's will, but not in Capt. 
Miller's Will; 


e Her first husband is named Goffe. Hening 
gives his name as William Goffe, son of 
William. Patents indicate that William was alive 
until 1659, he died circa 1660; his widow had 
remarried by 23 Mar 1663 to John Proser [re: 
Hening, Statues, vol II, p159] 


e 1658 - (Oct 07) William Goffe patented 1,000 
acres; Patent Book 4, p229 (327); in New Kent 
on the N. side of Matttopony River & S. side of 
Whorecock Ck [re: Nugent, Cavaliers & Pioneers 
I, p 380]. Same land describe by Hening in 
dispute between Palmer & Prosyer [re: Statutes, 
vol. II, p 159]; 


¢ 1659 - (Jul 22) William Goffe patents land; 
later to John Maddison & on 18 Feb 1663 sold 
to Martha Goffe [re: Nugent, Cavaliers & 
Pioneers I, p 496]; 


e Martha had two sons by her marriage to Goffe: 
Robert and Thomas, both born before 1661; 


* Between 1663 & 1673 - [Martha] remarried to 
John Prosser of Golden Valley Rappahanock 
County, VA. [re: Prosser will]. Goldern Valley 
is located 1 mile above Port Royal, which later 
became part of Caroline Co., VA. Prosser is 
found in Richmond County, as a "joyner". 
Prosser obtains large land grants. Martha & 
John have issue, one son; 


e Hening tells of a conflict between Martin 
Palmer and John Prosyer, who "married the relict 
of William Goffe", over 1,000 acres of land in 
New Kent originally granted by patent to "Capt. 
Plamer, and by a later patent to William Goffe, 
son of Wiliam Goffe, deceased". [re: Hening, 

Vol. II, p.158]; 


e 1663 - John Prosser was granted 260 acres in 
New Kent County [re: Book 5, page 5]; 


+ 1667 - John Prosser & Thomas Chetwood are 
granted 5275 acres in Rappahannock County [re: 
Book 4, pg 182], In 1673, Prosser & Thomas 
Pannell are granted 5200 acres called "Prosser's 
Creek". The land John Prosser patented was 


located 2 miles below Port Royal, which later 
became Caroline Co., VA; 


* 1673 - John Prosser wrote his will on 28 Aug 
and it was probated on the 30 Jun 1677, his will 
mentions his Goffe "sons-in-law", eldest son 
John by 1st wife Martha and sons Anthony & 
Roger Prosser who appear to be issue by his 
marriage to Maragaret [re: Rappahanock Order 
Book]. Roger Prosser marries Katherine Ross in 
1710 [re: O, 4, pg 264); 


e 1679 - Capt. Symon Miller of 
Rappahannock Co., VA leaves a will dated 16 
Feb 1679 and proved 22 May 1684 which names 
wife Margaret and her son Anthony Prosser, son 
of Mr. John Prosser. Symon Miller left many 
records naming him as a resident of St. Mary's 
Parish, Richnond Co., Anthony Prosser is also 
found in Richmond Co. T.H. Warner's History 
of Old Rappahanock (1965), mentions Maj. 
Symon Miller, who married the relict of John 
Prosser and was on of Bacon's rebels who led 
troops in the Summer and Fall of 1676. Prosser 
was greatly admired for his services in protecting 
his neighbors from Indian attacks, which had 
escallated with the massacre of 25 Jan 1675/6; 


e 1686 - Margaret marries Hugh French in 
Essex Co., her fourth and last recorded marriage 
[re: O 1, pg. 248]. Nothing is known of French 
other than he appears in records as a juror. 


* Thomas Gooch, father of William and Thomas 
who are recorded in Petsworth Parish registry, 
may be a son of William Goffe and Margaret 
Goffe Prosser Miller French; 


e 1768 - Caroline Co. Order Book, Mary 
Gouge estate probated with Simon Miller, 
Wm Miller, John Ford & George Alsop as 
Executors. 


Group 7 William & Ursula (Claiborne) Gouge 


e 1699 - William Gough of King & Queen 
County, surveys land of William Claiborne in 
Essex County [re: DB D, Vol 9 pg 318, 10 
March]; 


e William's parentage unknown, but traditional 
genealgoy places him as the son of Lt. Col. 
Henry & Millecent (Goodwin) G.; 


e 1705 - transcript of William Claiborne's will 
names siser Ursula's son Claiborne Gough 
and menions Ursula and her husband William; 


e 1748 - Claiborne Gooch's ferry menioned by 
Hening and operating between Gooch's (New 
Kent) and Claiborne's (Sweet Hall, King 
William); 
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e "Claiborne" used in naming patterns of Gooch 
families of Hanover, Louisa, & 
Caroline/Granville Counties. No family 
traditions exist explaining this dominant naming 
pattern. 


Group 8 Mrs. Martha Gooch of New Kent 


e Widow of unknown Gooch; 


* 1663 - Martha Goffe is listed with a grant of 
650 acres in New Kent [re: Book 5, pg. 297]; 


* 1689 - Mrs. Gouch listed as a resident & 
landowner of the Pamunkey Neck region in the 
processions. This may also be Jane Jones Gooch 
who purchased land from William Turner; 


e 1757 - Another Martha Gooch appears in 
Blissland's Vestry Book, paid for keeping Sarah 
Taylor. 


Group 9- John Gough/Goffe (dies 1691) & son 


William: 

e John is a large landholder in Old New Kent and 
King & Queen County. No known relationship 
to Lt. Col. Henry or Major William Gooch; 


e John Goffe, vagrant child/orphan, approved 
to be transported to Virginia [re: Hume, Early 
Child Immigrants, p. 346]. 1651 land granted to 
Moore Fauntleroy, transportation of John 
Gouge. 05 Jul 1653, Henry Lee granted land 
for transportation of John Goffe; 


e 1662, 1663, 1664 - courtcases in Westover 
Court of Charles City County, VA. Two court 
cases with John Goffe as plaintiff: Goffe v, Pike 


& Goffe v. Daniel Adams. It appears that John 


Goffe was a merchant. These records cannot yet 
be clearly attributed to John Goffe of New Kent; 


۰ 1663/4 records purchase of land in New Kent on 
the Arracaico Swamp; 


۰ 1664 - grant mentions transportation of Aaron 
Goffe. In 1668, Aaron Goffe along with Jane 
& Mary Goffe are transported by William 
Anderson, who receives thier headrights [re: 
patent 10 Dec]; 


e 1664 - granted 400 acres (Aricacoe Creek) in 
New Kent, originally granted to Capt. Leonard 
chamberlain in 1663. Also 300 acres origianlly 
granted to John Curtis, then sold to Thomas 
Reeves then sold to John Gough; 


e 1680 - Capt. John Gough, mentioned on 
Board of Trade for New Kent County [re: VA 
Magazine of Hisotry & Biography, vol. 1, p 
234] 


e 1685 - son William named in deeds; 


e 1685 - son William engaged to Elizabeth 
Dixon 
[re: York deed, 23 Sep 1685]; 


deed names Elizabeth Dixon, as‏ - 1685 ٭ 
daughter-in-law of John Rodgers, Agnes‏ 
Rodgers (probably her mother) witnesses deed;‏ 


۰ 1685 - deed listed as John Goffe of New Kent; 
e 1685 - deed mentions wife, of John, living; 


e 1688 - son William marries Alice Thacker 
d/o Henry & Eltonhead (Conway) T. of 
Middlesex, on 31 May 

[re: Christ Church Register]. This marriage 
connects William to the Corbins, Chichleys, and 
Wormely families of Middlesex, the powerful 
core of the Viriginian elite; 


۰ 1691 - John is dead or died that year, when his 
deed dated the 23 Spt 1685 is proved [in lieu of 
will?]; 


* By 1692 - son William Justice of K&Q; 


* 1694 - patent in New Kent given to Joshua 
Story for transportation of John, William, Ra. 
and Rebecca Gough [03 Aug]; 


° 1694 - 3rd Aug court case at Westover Court, 

h, E h v 
John Jolly, John Everitt, attorney for the 
plaintiff [re: Charles City Co. Court Order p. 
184]; 


۰ 1694 - 3rd Sep court case at Westover Court, 
ix bap f 


Rebecca Gough etc., referred fro last court [re: 
ibib above, p. 186] 


* 1697 - son, Mr. Wm Gough renews patent on 
1225 acres originally granted to father John [re: 
King Wm Co., Bk. 9 pg. 96]; 


e 1699 - June. The Crown formally grants land 
to individuals who originally leased land from the 
Pamunkey Indians. William accepts grant on 
land which apparently was leased by one of the 
Thackers. The document mentions 2,200 acres 
along the Pamunkey Neck; 1/4 parts granted to 
William Gough in behalf of his son John 
Gough and 1/4 to Jane Husbands, (d/o 
Thomas H.) with 1/2 granted to Thomas 
Hickman, who married Martha Thacker (siste of 
Alice & Edwin) [re: Louis des Cognet, English 


Duplicates...; 


e (1699-1701) - William Gough, in House of 
Burgess for King & Queen County; 


Group 


e 1701/2 - William death is recorded in Council 
Papers [re: i i 


Colonial Virginia, vol. II, 14 May 1702); 


° 02 Apr 1704 - John Gough, "cousin" 
[nephew], mentioned in Edwin Thacker's will 

[re: Middlesex Co. W.B. A pg159]. John Gough 
registers a patent in King William County 28 
Oct 1702 for 550 acres (Perry's Swamp, herring 
Dk, N. Wales path), bordering (uncle) Chickley 
Corbin Thaker's line; 


e William Gough witnesses various deeds in 
Middlesex Co. involving Daniels and Vivion 
families (allied w/Thackers). William is thought 
to be another son of William & Alice (Thacker) 
G.; 


dau-in-law (Alice) on 1704 tithe list K&Q‏ ٭ 
Co., 800 acres;‏ 


e 1705 - William Gough witnessesdeed from 
Thomas Ellett to son-in-law, John Wite & Marth 
his wife [re: VA Mag of History & Biography, 
vol. 25, p. 174]; 


e 1720/22 - (23 July 1722) Ralph Gough, 
along with Edward Ripping and Richard Hickman 
are granted 10,000 acres in the county of 
Spotsylvania (now Orange & Hanover) on the 
south side of the Rapid Anne. Earlier in 1720 an 
additional 20,000 acres was granted to Richard 
Hickman and his partners in Spotsylvania. 
Though William and Alice's names have not 
been linked to Ralph, his wealth along with his 
name which associates him with Alice's 
prominent cousin Ralph Wormsely, one of the 
wealthiest men in the coloney. In additon, Alice 
Thacker Gough's sister, Martha, married a 
Thomas Hickman, indicating that Richard was 
probably Ralph's cousin. Between 1726 and 
1729, Ralph Gough is listed as County Clerk for 
the county of Warwick. Ralph was Sheriff of 
Spotsylvania County and his land (near Hanover 
County line) is refered in deeds until at least 
1793, [re: Hanover Land Patents & Grants: 
Book 17 (pg 510); Book 18 (pg 262); Book 18 
(pg304), 


10- John & Jeffery [Gouch, Goche, 
Gooch]: 

* both of Northumberland County. Due to 
location, they are probably the family refered to 
as, the "Upper Gooches" of Virgina; 


e Frank Austin Gooch's genealogy suggests 
origins in Alvingham, Lincolnshire, England S/o 
Matthew & Alice (Coney) G., no sustanative 
proof noted; 


* 1635-37 - Court case found among, "High 
Court of Admiralty Records", which name 
Jeffrey Gough as the purser of the Constance, 


who arranged from the transportation of servants 
of Christopher Boyes at Harle Rowe in 
Hampshire [re: abstracted by Peter W. Coldham 

i i (1984); 
Examinations in Equity Cases, Vol. 39; Moore 
& Digi Thierry) 


* 1642 - First record of Jeffery (Patent), Jeffery's 
patent of 1650 locates him on the Great 
Wiccomico River ; 


e 1659ء‎ - Jeffery dies a bachelor; 


e John has a wife named Katherine and sons 
Samuel and William. John, Katherine and 
Samuel are mentioned in a deed of gift from 
Jeffery Gooch to Samuel Gooch, of land on 
Cupid Creek, naming John's relationship to 
Jeffery as brothers [re: Northumberland, 15, 
pg.18] John died by 1690 [re: Book 17 pg. 38); 


¢ Samuel (S/o John) marries Mary Attowell 
(D/o Thomas) resides in Northumberland, ۰ 
Prenuptual agreement made 16 Mar 1652, re: 
cattle left to her by Mary's dec'd father. Thomas 
Attowell [Adawell, Hadwell] died by 1652 he and 
his wife Margaret had three daughters: Ann 
(m:Wm White), Mary, & Frances (m:Thos. Root 
"chirurgeon"). Mary's mother remarried to 
Edward Grimes. Samuel appears to remarry to 
Ann who is awarded his probate in 1684; 
however Samuel's death date is listed as 10 Nov 
1683 [re: 4.228]. Anne remarries to Peter Byrum 
by 17 Sep 1684 [re: 4.724] Samuel has a 
daughter named Anne who married John Johnson, 
their son Jeffery inherits land in 1663 inherited 
by Samuel from Uncle Jeffery Goche [re: 16.2]. 
Samuel has son John who takes Jeffery Johnson 
to court over land [re: 22 Oct 1690, settles 
amicably 20 Jan 1696/7]; 


e William (S/o John) may be the husband of 
Alice Thacker or/and father of William & 
Thomas registered in Kingston Parish. This 
appears to be unlikely, the lack of 
Northumberland records suggest William moved 
away or died; 


e John (S/o Samuel, S/o John) Married Mary 
[Nash?] by 1690; 


e 18th century records show a Benjamin and 
Stephen in Northumberland County, VA. 


Group 11- Several Gooches in Norfolk 
e no clear kinship connections; 


e a John Gooch dies 1641 leaving a will dated 
1639; 


e William & Gyles Gough appear in court records 
dated 1657. 


Group 12- Thomas & Hugh Gough of Nansemond 
e several variations of the surname are found in 
court/patent records: Goughf, Gough, Goffe, 
Goff, but it seems likely that these are references 
to the same men; 


¢ Thomas arrived by 1687, last record dated 1730; 
Hugh arrived by 1704, last record dated 1718; 


e a Hugh Goffe mentioned in Vestry Book of 
Upper Parish Nansemond County in 1752 & 
twice in 1755. 


Group 13 Thomas Gouch: 

¢ father of: William born 19 Nov. 1695 and of 
Thomas born 05 Jan. 1699, births claimed to be 
listed in the Kingston Parish Register, 
Glouchester, VA[re: Virginia Mag of H & B 
(1929), vol 37, page 279 "Notes & Queries"). 
This is also abstracted in Robert Robins’ 
transcript; 


e The births of a Thomas & Mary Gouch's 
children are also registered in the Abingdon 
Parish records of Gloucester County: William 
borne 19 Nov 1695; Thomas 05 Jan 1699 (p. 
279) [re: VA Mag of H & B, vol 33, "Notes 
from King William Co. Records"; 


e Abstracts of the above registers, pubished by 
the DAR, do not mention the birth of these two 
brothers, the Virginia Magazine of History & 
Biography is the sole source for this reference. 
Thomas may be the son of William & Margaret 
Goffe, Margaret marrying 2ndly John Prosser and 
3rdly Symon Miller. Prosser mentions son-in- 
law (step-son) Thomas Goffe in his will. 


The above casual survey, suggests that there 
are not just three Gooch ancestors. This is a conclusion 
based on the surviving few fragments of a once much 
larger body of Virginia documents. This also excludes the 
possibility of a female Gooch ancestor, since by Virginia 
law a child takes its surname from its mother. An 
illegitimate child would have carried his mother's family 
name, thus creating a new Gooch line. Further pitfalls in 
creating a lineage is the high mortality rate in early 
Virginia, which would make the probability of early 
settlers dying without issue, great. Though the Granville 
Gooch family of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth century 
seem to exhibit unusual longevity, the Seventeenth 


century Statistic for the general population show a huge 
rate in mortality. Darrett and Anita Rutman's study on 
Middlesex County show that among children born through 
1689, over 48% lost one or both parent by their ninth 
birthday and 61% by their thirteenth birthday. Between 
1650 and 1689 20% of Middlesex children found 
themselves orphaned before age thirteen. These rates did 
not decline into the Eighteenth century, but remained 
relatively high [re: A Place in Time, Rutman & Rutman 
]. This situation, consistent with the rest of Virginia, 
creates a special problem for genealogist. With the loss 
of a parent, the a child of an emigrant did not always have 
an established family to become care-givers. Complex 
alternative families headed by step-parents, blood relatives, 
distant kin, or masters were formed. Middlesex court 
records attest to the complexity which high mortality 
brought to the administration of estates. Another issue is 
identifying the maternal line. In context with an high 
mortality rates, establishing a female line is difficult, for 
almost all our early ancestors had step-parents. This is 
evident in the few records that exist, both Millicent 
Goodwin Kinsey Gooch and Jane Jones Gooch leave 
documents referring to their son-in-laws, a term used to 
denote a step-son. This gives cause for researchers to look 
carefully at while communities and not just for nuclear 
family groups. It is in the extant parish records, guardian 
records, and naming patterns which the female lines can be 
identified. Non-blood related neighbors often became 
guardians and were paid for keeping orphans or purchased 
orphans as indentured servants. This is shown in St. 
Peter's Parish records, when a Mrs. Martha Gooch is paid 
by the parish for the keep of the orphan, Sarah Taylor. 
With these issues in mind, the traditional scope of Gooch 
genealogy challenges most of the long held beliefs, which 
were earlier seen as safe assumptions. 

It is attractive to look at William, Henry, and 
John and make speculations on how one line connects 
with them, but it is neither scholarly or realistic to make 
such conclusions, at least not with the records that I have 
surveyed or seen quoted in other works. Though early 
Virginia records do start to construct family groups among 
the landed, there is a noticeable gap in the records between 
the crucial period of 1705 to 1765 which I have yet to see 
filled with substantive information. Without these records 
there is virtually no way to connect the various 
Backcounty Gooch families (the Granville/Caroline 
Gooches, the Louisa Gooches, the Hanover/Caswell 
Gooches & the Hanover/Albemarle Gooches) with their 
Tidewaters ancestors. The American Revolution, the War 
of 1812 and the Civil War destroyed much of the county 
records in Virginia's archives. Almost no records exist for 
those counties vital to researching the Gooches, namely 
Caroline, King & Queen, New Kent, Prince William, 
Hanover and York. Neither Parish Records or 
contemporary private records have surfaced to make up the 
lack of county records. Graveyards and tombstone 
inscriptions are rare. Extensive research needs to be done 
in the Virginia State Archives of loose papers and 
uncatalogued papers, to force new information to the 
surface. Private papers of early Virginians may also be 
gleaned for new information. There is also evidence that 
at one time various Gooch families had documented their 
pedigree. References to Lower and Upper Gooch families 
of Virginia in personal biographies have been found as 
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early as 1921, many Suggesting earlier publications. 
However, these genealogies do not seem to exist in any 
known public archive. Land records remain the best 
source of information today, though they provide few 
answers to the genealogical questions posed today. 
Solutions to many of the existing genealogical questions 
might be found in the private records of individuals. 


GOOCH PROPERTY 

Place names in Tidewater Virginia, associated 
with the name "Gooch", have faded from memory. 
Scanning the U.S. Geologic survey maps of the region, 
there is little evidence of the Gooch family, among the 
place names of Virginia. Goochland County is probably 
the most obvious namesake. Goochland is often noted in 
genealogies as being named for the Gooch family; rather it 
was named after Gov. William Gooch, one of Virginia's 
best liked Governors. Ironically, Goochland's publics 
records are one of the few to survive into modern times, 
but are void of Gooch family references. 

Among other public records, published histories 
and newspapers, Gooch is a name associated with many 
areas around the Pamunkey River, though forgotten in 
modern times. Claiborne Gooch's Ferry is mentioned 
by Hening (1748 & 1792) and Gooch's Ford on the 
Pamunkey is shown on the Jefferson-Fry Map in 1755. 
The imprecision of the Fry-Jefferson map obscures an the 
exact location of the Gooch's Ford, but both are probably 
the same landings which served to transport the public 
across the river to King William County. The Ferry and 
the Ford are probably the same place. Virginia Watson 
notes that, "...in Hening's Statutes, v. 6, p. 17, Claiborne 
Gooch ran a Ferry across the Pamunkey River in 1748, 
Jor the Ferry sign named him as proprietor...The ferry 
from Sweet Hall was established in 1677, and the fare for 
Jerrying across the Pamunkey River remained the same in 
1748 as it was in the early years." Malcolm Harris' book 
notes that the name of this ferry was changed to "Ruffian's 
Ferry" and was known by that name into the 1940s. 
Ruffian's Ferry is located 1.9 miles from Sweet Hall, 
which is approximately the distance that Moore's Landing 
is below Sweet Hall. In 1992, I visited a plantation 
known as Moore's Landing, now part of the Pamunkey 
Farms and situated across from the late Seventeenth 
century Claiborne residence of Sweet Hall. Surrounded by 
large swampy wetlands making inhabitation unlikely, 
Moore's Landing is the only spot that could be considered 
"across from Sweet Hall" and is probably identical to 
Gooch's Ferry/Ford. Moore's Landing also, corresponds 
to the Fry-Jefferson Map, located at the third curve in the 
Pamunkey, up river from West Point. The notation of 
Gooch's Ford was added to the original map in 1755, since 
it was not recorded in the survey of 1751. The reason for 
the original exclusion of the ford is unclear, the map nor 
it's history does not explain whether the ford was missed 
in the original survey or added because it was newly built. 
It is notable that both Moore's Landing and the Fry- 
Jefferson orientation of a Gooch residence, fits the 
approximate description of where Lt. Col. Henry Gooch 
had built a house by 1676. Court Records concerning 
Bacon's Rebellion mention Gooch's newly built house and 
its general location on the Pamunkey. 


Another Gooch placename is found among the 
deeds of King William County on the North side of the 
Pamunkey and known merely as, Gough's. Gooch's 
appears to be a parcel of land in King William which was 
originally, or became, part of the Claiborne family 
holdings. In the mid-eighteenth century, Gooch's was in 
the hands of the Claiborne family. It is often thought that 
the land was the residence of William Gough, who married 
Ursula Claiborne, the tract bearing his name. However, 
the tract could also have been apart of one of the early 
large patents of Gooch land, which was sold to the 
Claiborne family. Genealogists have been quick to name 
Claiborne Gooch, as owner of this land, but are hard put 
to explain why the Gooch lands were in the hands of the 
Claiborne's. Gooch's is sold by William Claiborne IV's 
estate about 1755, to pay debt; finding as a buyer, 
Claiborne's cousin and neighbor, Bernard Moore. Col. 
Bernard Moore is mentioned in Malcolm Harris’, Old New 

i . Harris references Moore as he 
traces land owned by William Claiborne V, William IV 
son. Col. Moore had purchased the Claiborne family 
lands with a loan from his brother-in-law, John Robinson, 
Upon the sudden death of Robinson, the debt was due and 
Moore was forced to sell his land by lottery. In 1767, 
Col. Moore sold a tract of 550 acres known as Gough's, 
though this land could not be the same as Moore's 
Landing, since it is described as in King William County; 
this land was purchased by Jeffery Gresley. Ryland's 
records of old Virginia newspapers notes that Gresley sold 
this parcel quoting, "To be sold a Tract of Land by the 
name of Gouge adjoining the land of Colo. Bernard 
Moore, where he formerly lived" [re: 19 Apr 1770]. The 
Fry-Jefferson map, in 1755, shows Col. B. Moore's house 
located between Sweet Hall and Romancoke, opposite 
Gooch's Ferry. Eventually, this land was purchased by 
William Black, a notable diplomat, who had also acquired 
the original Claiborne property of Romancoke. In 1711, 
Col. Johnson sold land between the Pamunkey and 
Johnson's land in King William County, which he deeded 
from Gooch. 

Goffe's Point is mentioned as being 200 yards 
above Bellevue House. "Bellevue" is the name of the seat 
of the Dabney family located on the York River, which 
was once Gloucester County and is now King William. 
Bellevue was inhabited in the 1790s by Benjamin and Sara 
(Smith) Dabney. Dabney is a commonly used matronym 
among various Gooch branches, though no documented 
marriage has been found. Goffe's point may have been 
land onced owned by John Goffe Sr. or was the land 
divested tohis grandson, John Gough Jr. by his uncle 
Edwin Thacker. 


CHURCH RECORDS 

The absence of Gooch names in Virginia Church 
records may indicate dissent against the English Church, 
but there is little hard evidence of Puritanism among early 
Virginia Gooches, rich or poor. Few church records 
survive for the 17th century and the lack of the Gooch 
name is not surprising given the general rarity of the 
records. Gooch is not a name totally absent from these 
records and those surveyed here give use some idea of the 
complexity in unravelling kinship ties. Most of the 
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records here are quoted from transcribed and indexed in 
published copies of registers and vestry books. 


NEW KENT 

St. Peter's Anglican Church ministered the upper 
parish of New Kent, a county which Lt. Col. Henry 
Gooch held deeds to land. The St. Peter's Vestry Book 
dates back as early as 1684. Though well kept, there is 
no significant presence of any Gooch family, though a 
Mrs. Gooch is listed in 1689. It is thought that the 
family of Lt. Col. Henry Gooch would logically be found 
among these records; however, that proves not to be true. 
Some have suggested that due to his activities in Bacon's 
Rebellion he was forced to move backcountry before 
1684, leaving no family behind. Two families recorded as 
Goocher and Googer are found in St. Peter's Vestry 
Books, but these families are not identifiable as relations 
of any other Gooch family or even as a variation of the 
name Gooch. The earliest of this variation is John 
Googer who registers the birth of his children: Frances 
(b1697), Jacob (b1700), Lucy (b1705) and the birth of 
two slaves. No other mention of John is found in the 
Vestry Book and his wife is not named. The second 
family, Domini and his wife Ann Goocher, register the 
birth of their daughter, Elizabeth, in 1768. A Dominick 
Googer is mentioned as early as 1746. The other New 
Kent Parish, Blisland, whose jurisdiction covers the 
lower part of New Kent, where Lt. Col. Henry Gooch's 
house probably stood, has only one record of a Gooch. In 
1757, a Mrs Martha Gooch is paid 400 Ibs. of tobacco by 
the parish for the keeping of Sarah Taylor, probably an 
orphan. Martha's presence is perplexing for she appears to 
be a widow, since her husband is never named. However, 
no Gooches appear in the 1704 Rent Roll for New Kent, 
suggesting that she returned to New Kent, upon 
widowhood. However, later records do not suggest she 
left family here. Other than this record, there is no record 
of a Gooch family; however Blisland, one of the oldest 
parishes of Virginia, has records surviving from only the 
dates 1721 to 1786. At one time, Blisland ministered 
York County and all of New Kent. 


MIDDLESEX 

A significant record is found in the Parish 
Register of Christ Church in Middlesex. Christ 
Church's records list that, "William Gough of New Kent 
and Alice Thacker of this parish marryed at Thackers 31th 
of May 1688." This entry along with the well 
documented lineage of Alice Thacker, provide a good 
family group, which in most Gooch genealogy has been 
overlooked. Among Gooch research, no one has claimed 
descent from this family. Christ Church, along with 
Middlesex's records provide a detailed account of the 
Thacker family, though provide little information on 
William Gough other than his county origin. The 
prominance of the Thacker family, suggests that the 
Gough family probably were of the same high social rank. 
Alice is shown earlier in the registry as the fourth child of 
Henry and Eltonhead (Conway) Thacker, born on the 30th 
of December 1671. Her mother's name references her 
connection to the prominant Eltonhead family, most 


notably her three aunts, who numerous marriages 
connected the Eltonheads to the leading Tidewaters 
families. Alice recieves a bequest from her aunt & God- 
mother, Alice Eltonhead Burnham Corbin Creyke's Will. 


"A pedigree of Eltonhead, from a Lancashire Visitation, 
1664, is printed in Hayden's Virginia Genealogies, p 227, 
etc. Richard Eltonhead of Eltonhead, had several children 
who came to America. His son, William was a member 
of the Maryland Legislature; Eleanor, married Ist Capt. 
William Borcas, married 2nd. Col. John Carter, each a 
member of the Virginia Council; Agatha, married Ist 
Ralph Wormeley, of "Rosegill," Middlesex County, also 
a member of the Council, married 2nd Sir Henry 
Chicheley, Governor of Virginia; Martha , married Edwin 
Conway, of Lancaster County, Va., formerly of 
Worcestershire; and Alice, as above stated, married Henry 
Corbin [married 1st Rowland Burnham & 3rdly Capt. 
Henry Creyke] [re: The Ligon Family, p. 808]. 

Among Middlesex records it is not documented, whether 
William Gough is the son of Lt. Col. Henry, John 
Gough, or another Gooch ancestor. The widow Alice 
Gough of King & Queen County's tithe records (1704), is 
probably, Alice Thacker Gough and a daughter-in-law to 
John Gough who is documented with land in that county. 
The Middlesex Will of Alice's brother Edwin, mentions 
his "cousin", a common title used to denote "nephew", 
John Gough who is clearly the an eldest son of William 
& Alice (Thacker) Gough. Middlesex court records show 
that Alice's father's estate had been squandered by her step- 
father William Stannard; Stannard later deserted Eltonhead 
Conway Thacker Stannard, leaving her with issue. No 
mention of William Gough is found in the rest of the 
Vestry Register or in the Vestry Book. There is, 
however, one entry for a Susannah and Edward 
Gough who baptize their daughter Mary at Christ Church 
on the 5th of February 1694/5. 


OTHER TIDEWATER PARISHES 

Among transcripts of various registers and Vestry 
books, no significant record has been located to clarify 
Gooch lineages. The transcriptions may not be complete 
and none of the originals have been surveyed. Bruton 
and Middletown Parish should be important sources for 
Gooch genealogy, since Rowland Jones served as minister 
for this parish; however the one transcript that I have seen 
showed no records of Gooch. This record has a register 
book dated 1662 to 1797. Charles Parish which 
covered York County for 1648 to 1789 also has been void 
of Gooch. St. Paul's Vestry book covers the period 
of 1705 to 1786, for New Kent and Hanover, but a 
transcription has not been surveyed. The processions of 
this parish may indicate the origins of the two William 
Gooches of Hanover County. Complete records for King 
William county parishes have not survive and may have 
shown more about this family. King & Queen County's 
Stratton Major's Vestry Book, lists no one named 
Gooch or any variation of that name. Stratton Major's 
Vestry book starts in 1729, twenty-four years after Alice 
Gough is found on the King & Queen County Rent 
Rolls. It is thought that the Gough property of King & 
Queen became Caroline County, explaining the presense 
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of several John Goughes, a Henry and a James Gooch 
with estates probated in the first half of the 18th century. 
If an earlier Parish Register had survived, it is assumed 
that Gooch would be a name listed. With the great lack of 
surviving parish records it is difficult to come to a 
conclusion on the Gooch family's religious background. 


GOVERNOR WILLIAM GOOCH OF VIRGINIA 

A brief note needs to be written about William 
Gooch, Governor of Virginia ("Governor Gooch"). 
There is a great deal of confusion as to the relation of this 
Governor of Virginia and the Gooch families of Virginia. 
It is important to state that there are no direct male heirs 
to Governor Gooch. Governor Gooch is clearly not the 


progenitor of the Gooch family of Virginia. However, he 
is the progenitor of the earliest title given to a Gooch in 
England and the source of the name Goochland County, 
Virginia. The only tie with a Virginia family, is with 
Major William Gooch established by Governor's Gooch's 
pedigree as stated in Burke's Peerage (1959). Major 
William died in 1655 and Governor Gooch had an uncle 
William who died in 1655. Major William Gooch's 
tombstone at Bruton Parish is the oldest known in 
Virginia, it bares the same coat of arms as that listed in 
Burke's Peerage under Governor Gooch's family, as well 
as recording his death year as 1655. Burke's does not 
elaborate on Governor Gooch's ancestor other than the 
death year. Burke's source for this information is from 
Governor Gooch's grandfather, who in 1664 registered his 
pedigree at the Herald's Visitation to Suffolk, and listed 
his dead son William. This Gooch family is apparently 
members of a class of large landowners whose origins 
seem to be identified with St. Margaret Ilketshall, in East 
Suffolk. Suffolk Visitations indicate two branches of the 
Gooch family who share similar arms, Governor Gooch's 
ancestors, known as the Gooches of Mettingham and the 
Gooches of Bungay. Neither families have proved helpful 
in establishing a Virginia connection. Burke's identifies 
Thomas Gooch of Great Peringland, as an important 
patriarch in this Gooch family. Governor Gooch's 
grandfather (who registered the pedigree) lists his children 
as: William (died 1655), Richard of Mettingham (died 
1682 & had issue), Thomas (father of Governor Gooch 
and Bishop Thomas Gooch), & two daughters Martha 
Viner and Barbara Rogerson. It is important to note that 
there is no mention of other sons, such as Henry or John, 
men shown to have male descendants in Virginia. If 
William (the registrar of the pedigree) mentioned his dead 
son William, it is unlikely he excluded the names of other 
sons. I believe that this family group are not the 
ancestors of the Virginia Gooch family. However, the 
pedigree is useful in identifying a potential lineage. 
William, (who registered the pedigree) was one of ten sons 
of Robert Gooch, son of Peter Gooch (died 1555). It may 
be among the younger sons of this large family that the 
Gooch family of Virginia has its origins. 

The pedigree of Governor Gooch and the lineage 
of Major William Gooch of Virginia, are both often 
misquoted and therefore it is important to establish the 
two men's presence in Virginian Gooch genealogy. 
Governor Gooch was born almost fifty years after Major 


William's birth and thirty-one years after Major William's 
death. Both men did have issue. Governor Gooch and 
Major William Gooch each had one child though, no male 
heirs survived either to carry their name. Governor 
Gooch's son, Col. William Gooch, lived to adulthood and 
held several high offices in Virginia. Col. William 
married Eleanor Bowles the daughter of the Governor of 
Maryland, but no children were born of this marriage. 
William Gooch, the younger left a will which is found in 
the Prerogatie Court of Canterbury's records, dated 
Janurary 1744, Upon Gooch's death Eleanor married Col. 
Warner Lewis. Major William Gooch had one daughter, 
Anne, who survived to adulthood and who married first, 
Capt. Thomas Beale and secondly William Colston, both 
prominent men in Virginia. What is known of Anne is 
stated on Capt. Thomas Beale's tombstone [re: Virginia 
Magazine of History & Biography]. Anne had issue by 
both husbands. If Governor Gooch had relatives in 
Virginia, it seems likely that among his private papers 
should be found references to Virginia kin; however, this 
source has never been investigated. 

Governor William Gooch was born 21st of 
October 1681 and died 17th of December 1751. The 
baronetcy that is associated with Governor Gooch and the 
Gooch family, was bestowed upon Governor Gooch first 
in 1746, and then descended to his brother, Thomas 
Bishop of London, since the Governor had no male heir. 
Benacre Hall, the Suffolk seat of the Gooch family, holds 
no history for the Gooches of Virginia, since their 
emigration preceded the manor's construction. 


EARLY RECORDED GOOCH MARRIAGES 
Without exception, I have found that surviving 
early records, mentioning Gooch marriages, concern 
prominent and wealthy families. The huge loss of early 
marriage bonds and parish registers has probably 
eliminated from Virginia history the marriage records of 
the common people. Through the very few parish 
registers and other sources, such as wills, that indicate 
marriage, at least a few Gooch families can be identified. 


CLAIBORNE 

The most prominent Gooch connection is with 
the Claiborne family, a Roundhead (Puritan supporter of 
Oliver Cromwell) family prominant in early Virginia. 
William G. Standard's genealogy of the Claibornes 
identifies the Claiborne's Roundhead connections and 
sympathies. This Puritan faction in Virginia society is 
not well researched and is neglected in the general body of 
Virginia historical research. A rebel, merchant, Colonial 
Secretary and provisional Governor, Col. William 
Claiborne lived in the Pamunkey Neck region with lands 
neighboring that of the landed Gooch families. Claiborne 
who attended Pembroke College Cambridge (a center of 
Puritan dissent) was brought to Virginia as a surveyor and 
surveyed Yorktown. Claiborne's plantation of 
Romancoke and his grandson's home of Sweet Hall were 
located across the Pamunkey River from lands recorded as 
being owned by the Gooch family. The proximity of the 
Gooches and Claibornes makes potential kinship more 
likely. The documentation of this kinship is found in the 
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"William and Mary Quarterly", which records that 
Claibome's grand-daughter, Ursula, married a William 
Gooch and had at least one male issue, Claiborne 
Gooch. The sole source for this information is the will 
of Ursula's brother, William's will which names his sister 
and her child. However, this will has never been located 
by me in my searches at the Virginia State Library or in 
my requests to that Library for the document. All of the 
King William County Records were destroyed by fire in 
1885; however in , this 
particular will is mentioned again, but referenced as an 
abstract of the origninal will made before the fire. 

also state that there are 
three fragments of the will existing today [re: 3rd ed., 
p.318]. I have seen several references of this will with 
different wording, some name Claiborne Gooch as an 
eldest son others as just a son; sometimes Ursula's 
husband is named (William) and others he is not. The 
transcript found in the "Notes and Queries" section of the 
Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, quotes the 
will as stating, "To Claybornee Gouch son of my sd 
brother and sister Ursula and Wm. Gouge, two holsters 
and pistols, and gunn his father now hath." [re: Vol 37 
(1929) pg. 279]. A William Gooch surveys land for 
William Claiborne in Rappahanock County [re: D.B. 
D,Vol 9, pg 318; 10 May 1699]. It is unlikely that this 
is, William Gooch who is married to Alice Thacker and 
who died in King & Queen County. Adventurers of Purse 
and Person identify Ursula's husband as, William son of 
John Gough of King & Queen. It is not clear why they 
discard the traditional connection to Lt. Col. Henry 
Gooch. William of King & Queen County, was a 
member of Burgess and most likely to be eligible for such 
a high level marriage; however William son of Lt. Col 
Henry Gooch is also a possibility. Claiborne Gooch is a 
name repeated through several generations among the 
families sketched in these notes and does suggest descent. 
Though whether descent is from this particular marriage is 
only speculation. Hening's Statutes, mentions a 
Claiborne Gooch in the New Kent region and names him 
as the owner of Gooch's Ford in 1748 and though this is 
not necessarily the same man named in the will (1705) of 
William Claiborne, it is most certainly a decendant 
(son/nephew). 


GOODWIN 
Goodwin family genealogy is extensive, dating 
back to the 19th century. One of the more extensive 
works on the Goodwins is written by John S. Goodwin, 
in ilies i ica, published in South 
Carolina. Goodwin mentions both the Gooch connection 
and presents a theory that Major James Goodwin is the 
youngest son of Peter Goodwin, a salter of Tower-Street, 
London, who is the son of Henry of Buckinghamshire 
whose lineage is registered in the Visitation of Shropshire 
in 1623. Peter left a will dated 28th of October 1661 and 
proved 17th of December 1661 by oath of his son James. 
In York County records, it is noted that on the 30th of 
April 1661 that, "Capt. Henry Gooch and Robert Baldry 
are added to the Commission of Yorke County ... in the 
places of Coll. Xtopher Calthorpe & Maj’. Jaems 


Goodwin, who are removed, one to ye s°ward, ye other for 


England." [re: Goodwin, J.S.; Goodwin Families in 
America, p.6] Goodwin's connection to London 
merchants and to Shropshire, should be examined by 
Gooch researchers, as potential origins for Gooch origins. 
However, Goodwin's evidence of descent from Peter 
Goodwin is no conclusive and needs more substancial 
evidence. Though Virginia records clearly identify 
Millicent as James' sister, he name does not seem to 
appear in Peter Goodwin's, of London, will. The 
relationship between the Lt. Col. Henry Gooch family and 
the Goodwins of York is well established. Lt. Col. Henry 
Gooch of New Kent to Millicent Goodwin Kinsey 
widow of Robert Kinsey and sister to member of Burgess, 
Major James Goodwin. James Goodwin refers to Henry 
Gooch as "brother" in a York County document. Also in 
a York County doucument, Millicent names a William 
Gooch as her son-in-law (step-son), suggesting that Henry 
Gooch was married before and had at least one child [re: 
this reference is found secondhand, I have not located the 
document]. Neither of these York records have been 
looked at first hand and other sources identify William 
Gooch, as Millicent's son. Land records for James 
Goodwin includes a headright, claimed by Goodwin for the 
transportation of Mrs. Anne Gooch, another indication 
that the family was intimate. This Mrs. Gooch is 
thought to be the wife of Maj. William Gooch. The 
Goodwins are associated with Back Creek in York County 
and Goodwin's Island takes it name from Maj. James [re: 
Goodwin, J.S.; TGFA p. 5-6]. James Goodwin married 
Ist Rachel (1630-1666) and 2ndly Blanch [Perry] (died 
1702), Goodwin tombstones are extant on the Back Creek 
plantation, including amorial markings. Maj. Goodwin 
died intestate and his inventory, recorded 06 Jan 1678/9, 
shows a large estate valued at £542.1s 2d. 


JONES 

The Gooch family's connected to the Jones 
family is well documented. Jane Jones Gooch is 
found in the tithe records of early Eighteenth Century 
King & Queen County. She is the daughter of Reverend 
Rowland Jones a minister in Bucks County, England. 
Jane is named in both her father's and her brother's wills. 
Rowland Jones Sr's will states, " To my dau Jane £5." 
Rowland Jr's will names his sister as Jane Gooch and 
provides her with land for her lifetime. It is not clear if 
Jane was married by the time of her father's death, since 
his will lists only the Christian names of his children. 
Jane's brother, Rowland (1640-1688), was an important 
clergyman in early Virginia, serving as the first minister 
of Bruton Parish. This position indicates both high status 
and wealth. In her brother's will, Jane Jones Gooch is 
named along with her children, but her husband is not 
named. Genealogist often name her husband as William, 
others have identified him as Lt. Col. Henry Gooch. If 
Henry is Jane's husband, Millicent Goodwin Kinsey 
Gooch must have died by 1665. I have found no reference 
identifying her husband first name. Naming patterns of 
her children suggest that her husband was kin to a Henry 
Gooch. The most common naming pattern in Virginia 
was to name the eldest children after one's parents. Rarely 
were children named afther their parents, and if they were, 
it was often the youngest children. Jane's will names 
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sons Henry and Rowland. Rowland clearly follows the 
Virginia pattern, by naming her son for her father andr her 
prominant brother. Paralleling this one would expect the 
other son, Henry, to be named for her father-in-law or 
some prominant kin of her husband's. However, Jane's 
will does mention a son-in-law (step-son) William, 
making the naming of a younger son after Jane's husband 
a good possibility. Jane's will reads as followes: 


In the name of God Amen, this my Last Will and 
Testament of Jane Gough, being sick and weak, but of 
perfect sense and memory. First, I give and bequeathe my 
soul to God who gave it me, and my body to the ground 
to be buried at the discretion of my children in pure and 
certain hopes that it shall rise again at the Resurrection. 
and for my worldly goods as followeth: First, I give and 
bequeathe my land and plantation whereon I now live unto 
my two sons Henry Gough and Rowland Gough the 
which quantity is eighty acres, to be equally divided 
between them and their lands, but in case they do not 
agree by living so together then is agreed same shall either 
sell his part or buy the other out and sell to noe other. 
Item: I give and bequeathe to my son Henry Gough one 
negro woman by name Malisa I give and bequeath unto 
my son Rowland Gough one negro woman named 
Susannah, but in case the aforesaid negro woman 
belonging to my son Henry should die of the child she 
now goes with or that the child in her labour, then the 
said Henry must have a negro boy named Philip, and if 
the woman and the child she now goes with does well and 
is safely brought to [illegible] then the negro boy Philip 
shall be to Rowland Gough. Item: I give and bequeathe 
unto my daughter Joan Peak, one negro girl named Joan. 
Item: I give and bequeathe to my daughter Elizabeth 
Dickerson one negro girl named Betty. Item: I give and 
bequeath to my son-inlaw William Gough one shilling 
and the remaining part of my goods and chattell all and 
every part and parcel of them, cattle, hogs, horese, mares, 
household stuff and what else is to be found of mine, I 
give and bequeath to my two sons, Henry & Rowland 
Gough to be equally divided between them by Lott. I 
apppoint my two sons Henry & Rowland Goufh my 
whole & sole executors of all this my pwersonal estate & 
pay out so much in all my debts or for any division. In 
witness wereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal this 


10th day of February 170- 
witnesses: her 
John Lattiner Jane E Gough 


mark 
Chas. Carr, Tho. T. Duttler 


[re: transcribed from a handwritten copy of the original] 

Jane was also left land by her brother Rowland Jones for 
her use in her lifetime and upon her death to be 
relinquished by her estate to her nephew Orlando. I 
believe the amount of the acreage was 80 acre, though 
Jane is granted 80 acres which she apparently bought in 
addition to the land her brother willed her. Jane's will 
Suggest a comfortable widowhood with probably 160 acres 
of land and five slaves. Jane's brother, Rowland Jones k., 
was a graduate of Oxford, but his father studied at 
Cambridge a seat of dissident theology and Puritanism. 
Jane's sister Susannah married a Quaker merchant, 


William Bressie, who lived in Isle of Wight County, 
Virginia and in Bristol. 


THACKER 
The only actual Gooch marriage record is found 
in Middlesex, where Alice Thacker is married to 
William Gough of New Kent. This William Gough is 
most likely the son of John Gough of New Kent and King 
& Queen Counties; however, this is not conclusive. The 
couple did have a son named John. Alice is found on the 
1704 tithe lists for King & Queen County, as a widow. 
A John Gough is documented by deeds to have had both a 
son William and large land holdings in both New Kent 
and King & Queen counties. Though little is clearly 
known of William, quite a bit is known of Alice. The 
Thacker family were a prominant family in Middlesex and 
connected to the Daniel, Vivion, and Corbin families. 
She was named after her maternal relative (great-aunt) 
Alice (Eltonhead) Corbin Creyke, a matriarch of several 
prominant families of Middlesex County, Virginia. 
Alice's mother's kin the Eltonheads and Conways were 
connected by marriage to the most powerful and wealthy 
men of Middlesex and Virignia. Alice could count the 
Wormsleys, the Chichley's, the Diggs and the Corbins all 
as kin. Alice's father Henry Thacker was a large 
landowner and involved in merchantile. Alice's birth and 
baptism records are found in the registry of Christ Church 
Parish in Middlesex along with her siblings: Henry, 
Edward, Chichely Corbin, Lettice & Martha. Alice's 
mother is Eltonhead Connaway, the daughter of Edwin and 
Martha (Eltonhead) Connaway of Middlesex. Eltonhead 
was widowed three years after the birth of her daughter 
Alice and remarried to William Stannard who abandoned 
her after the birth of there three children: Eltonhead, Sarah 
& William Stannard. Alice's siblings were prominant in 
the county and the colony. Her brother Chicheley Corbin 
Thacker was the Deputy Secretery of State for Virginia in 
1704. Martha Thacker married into a landed Gloucester 
family, with her marriage to Thomas Hickman. Alice's 
half-sister Sarah Stannard married Rev. Bartholomew 
Yates, the minister of Christ Chruch in Middlesex. 
William and Alice (Thacker) Gough do not seem to have 
resided in Middlesex, but are found in King & Queen 
County where William was a member of the Burgess for 
that county. William died in 1699, as mentioned in the 
records for the Burgess. Alice's family also held land in 
King & Queen and New Kent. Alice's son, John, was 
named contigent heir to some land in the Pamunkey Neck 
in the will of Edwin Thacker (1704: Middlesex Will Book 
A, 1698-1714, p. 164). The significance of her having a 
son named John, strongly suggests her father-in-law was 
John Gough of New Kent and King & Queen Counties. 
A William Gough appears as a resident of Middlesex by 
1716 when he witnessed a bond for William Gordon. He 
also witnessed a bond for Richard Daniel in 1720. The 
Daniel family was closely connected to the Thacker 
family. William Gough is also listed as a juror in 1722. 
This William is probably another son of William and 
Alice. All of the information above was provided by the 
Anita Rutman, whose joint effort with her husband 
Darrell has taken all of Middlesex's early records and 
abstracted them into a vast computer database, which 
organizes files upon each person mentioned in Middlesex's 
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archives. This information can also be found abstract in a 
published work. 


With these early marriages, clear identification of 
individuals is difficult. Dates of Marriage and deeds 
indicate that there were several William Gooches living in 
middle to late Seventeenth Century Virginia. Alice 
Thacker Gooch (born 1671) is widowed by 1702 and her 
husband is named as William [re: birth date, Christ 
Church Reg]. Ursula Claiborne Gooch (born c 1665) is 
alive when her brother dies in 1705 and her husband may 
have also been named William. Jane Jones Gooch (born 
1640) is a widow by 1701 and names a son-in-law (step- 
son) William Gough. All three women live in areas 
which in the Seventeenth Century would have been called 
New Kent. 


DABNEY-WHITEHEAD-MACON-McGEEHEE 

Along with the documented marriages of 
prominent Gooch families are inferences of marriages 
among other important families of the region. Naming 
patterns in Virginia also indicate strong filial ties and 
indicate strong bonds that were either desired to be made 
note of or which actually indicate intimacy. 

Louisa and Hanover County Gooch families use 
the matronym of Dabney and Cornelius for many 
generations suggesting kinship to Cornelius Dabney 
of New Kent, King William, and Louisa Counties. 
Dabney's property in Louisa is managed by one of the 
Gooches and at least two other distant branches use the 
matronym, "Dabney", indicating a very strong association 
with the Dabney name. Many of Cornelius' heirs settle in 
Albemarle and marry into the Winston family, both seem 
to be associated with William Gooch of Albemarle, but 
the level of intimacy is unclear. Like many "prominant" 
Virginia families, vast amounts of research has been done 
concerning the family, but historical documentation is 
hampered by the loss of county records. The loss of 
records is counter balanced by earlier research done in the 
19th century and family tradition; both are sources which 
are difficult to prove or dispute without alternative 
sources. Classic genealogies of this family identify two 
Dabney branches, both of unknown English origin and of 
undocumented relationship to each other. John d'Aubigne 
and Cornelius Dabney of Piping Tree, both settle along 
the Pamunkey river in the 17th century; they are assumed 
to be brothers. The genealogies of the major lines of the 
family, do not identify any Gooch marriages and the name 
"Gooch" is not used in naming patterns. One of the 
Dabney family seats, "Bellevue" on the Pamunkey is 
described as 200 yards below "Goffe's Point". 
Bellevue is identified as being located in King & Queen 
County. Bellevue is mentioned in connection with the 
birth of Thomas Smith Gregory Dabney in 1718; Thomas 
descends from John d'Aubigne. 

Gooch is a name that appears among the 
members of the Whitehead family, as indicated by 
parish records. William Claiborne III married into the 
Whitehead family and had a large family. It is thought 
that Unity Gooch, wife of Rowland of Louisa is of this 
family. The use of the relatively rare name of Gideon 
among several generations of Louisa and 
Caroline/Granville County Gooches collaborate 


undocumented family traditions relating the Gooch of 
Granville to Gideon Macon, a Granville and North 
Carolinian political figure. This kinship is often 
associated with both family's common claim of descent 
from the Rowland Jones family; however a Gideon 
Macon, a prominent figure in New Kent could have been a 
Gooch kinsman too. Other undocumented traditions 
associate Gideon Macon with a marriage to Martha 
Gooch; however, there is no proof of this relationship. 
St. Peter's Parish records show that Gideon Macon (died 
1701/2) and his wife Martha had the following children: 
Gideon (b:1682), Ann (b1685), William (b1693), John 
(b1695), and James (b1701). None of the origins for the 
Macon connection have been traced back to the original 
source of reference; however, the name "Gideon" is rare 
enough to cause some casual speculation. McGeehee 
is another family associated with both the Gooch and 
Dabney family. The McGeehees clearly marry into the 
Dabney family and are also connected to the Carr family; a 
family of great prominence in Virginia. McGeehee is not 
found as a matronym; however Gideon Gooch of 
Granville appears to be named as a legatee of Carr 
McGeehee of Caroline County. The close relationship of 
the McGeehee and Dabneys, the appearance of Dabney 
naming traditions in other Gooch lines, and the Granville- 
Caroline County connections all suggest some type of 
intermarriage or prominent common ancestor. The 
McGeehee family is mentioned in more detail under the 
subject, "John Gooch", in reference to his son Gideon. 


VII. Eighteenth Century 


HANOVER COUNTY 
Hanover was the resident county of several 
William Gooches in the Eighteenth Century. Two of 
these men, both born in the first two decades of the 
Eighteenth century, left enough documentation outside of 
Hanover, to be identified. Both men had families that 
emigrated out of Hanover. One of these men settled in 
Caswell County, North Carolina and is discussed later in 
these notes. The other William Gooch appears to have 
lived in Hanover and settled in Albemarle County. 


WILLIAM GOOCH OF ALBEMARLE 
Estimated to have been born about 1717, 
William Gooch Sr. of Albemarle, has been identified 
as the son of Claiborne Gooch, a son of William & 
Ursula (Claiborne) Gooch. It is assumed that William's 
residency in Hanover is due to Gooch land grants which 
were originally in New Kent and later fell into Hanover 
County when it was formed. William's parentage 
appears to be a conclusion without any substantive proof 
or genuine family traditions, but with some 
circumstantial evidence based on naming patterns. The 
major work on this family was compiled by Frances 
Gooch (c1876-1968) of Louisville, Kentucky. Recently, 
this information has been re-examined by Neville Gooch, 
a relative who has been working with both her final draft 
of a family genealogy and with her original field notes. 
Frances' completed work is found unpublished at the 
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two slaves, York and Dina and no land. In that same year 
(1778), a James Gooch purchased land near Thomas 
Gooch, but his name never appears on the tithe records. 
This suggests that James was not a resident of Louisa. 
Thomas Gooch acquire 350 acres of land near Rowland. 
By 1775, another Gooch name appears on the tax lists, 
Stephen Gooch. Stephen is shown as not living in 
the county and is named as a resident of King William 
County. This is most likely the same Stephen Gooch 
(1756-1816) named as a grandfather to Albert Gooch [see 
Alabama Gooches pg.]. Stephen pays for the poll tax of 
John Gooch and a slave, Jim. John (c1758 - c1820) 
appears to be the son of Rowland Gooch and of the same 
generation as Stephen Gooch. Poll tax records show that 
John Gooch comes of age in 1774 and is taxed in the 
household of Rowland Gooch. The following year (1775) 
John is no longer found listed in the household of 
Rowland, but polled on the property of Stephen Gooch. 
In 1776, Stephen pays for tax on a 135 acres, John Gooch 
and a slave Humphrey. The shift in John's residency 
Suggests that he served as an overseer for Stephen Gooch 
of King William County. This also suggests a kinship 
between Rowland Gooch and Stephen. John probably 
acted as overseer for his King William kin. John was no 
longer overseer by 1777, when Isaac Arnold in specifically 
listed as overseer for Stephen Gooch of King William. 
Stephen is not shown as a resident of Louisa until 1780. 
There is strong indication that Thomas, James and 
Stephen, whose names appear in Louisa's public records 
are all closely related and all originally from King 
William County, Virginia. Stephen's children are well 
documented and he names his sons: Thomas, James and 
Stephen. If Stephen Sr. followed the common Virginia 
practice of naming his eldest sons after the grandparents, it 
could be conjectured that Stephen was the son of either a 
Thomas or James Gooch. However, if Stephen's father 
had died before the birth of his sons, it is equally likely 
that Stephen would have named his sons after his 
brothers. Deeds show that Stephen purchased 136 acres 
on the south side of Dragon Swamp in 1775, but did not 
settle in Louisa till 1780. 

Thomas and Stephen belong to the same 
generation as the children of Rowland Gooch. Little is 
known about James, though naming patterns of Stephen's 
children suggest he is Stephen's father. Stephen's family 
is well documented, having Bible records that have been 
preserved; however there appears to be some 
inconsistancies in the published dates that are found. A 
recent work has been published by Charlotte Ann 
Thompson Pflum, Descendan 
Sarah Wyatt (1987). Stephen's marriage record to Mary 
Pollard in 1771, suggests a birth date in the 1750s; his 
death is indicated by his will proved in 1816 [re: Will 
Book 6; pg 313].. An unknown source names his birth 
year as 1756. Stephen and Mary (Pollard) Gooch 
name their children: 


Thomas 
b: c1772; d: 1844 

b: Louisa Co., VA; d: Louisa Co., VA 
married Martha "Patsy" Tisdale 
marriage bond dated 18 Jan 1799; 
Louisa 


Stephen Pollard 
b: 07 Feb 1776; d: 04 Feb 1840 
Louisa Co., VA; d: Louisa Co., VA 
married Catherine Dickenson 
marriage bond dated 27 Sep 1808; 

Louisa 


Elizabeth 
b: 1778; d: after 1854 

b: Louisa Co., VA; d: unknown 
married James Nelson 
marriage date unknown 


Mary "Polly" 
b: 04 Mar 1782; d: 11 Nov 1859 
b: Louisa Co., VA; 

d: Randolph Co., MO 

married John Thompson 

son of Matthew & Sarah (Wyatt) 
Thompson 

marriage bond dated 18 Nov 1805; 
Louisa Co. VA 


Susannah 
no data 


Anne Pembleton 
b: unknown; d: 1840 
b: Louisa Co., VA; d: unknown 
married 
Peter Mickelborough Daniels 
marriage bond dated 1810 


Louisa Jefferson 
b: 03 Dec 1793; d: 29 May 1859 
b: Louisa Co., VA; d: unknown 
married Thomas Wood 
marriage bond dated 30 Mar 1815; 

in Louisa Co., VA 


James Gooch 
no data 


[re: Bible, M.E. Tola Gooch, Douglas Register & Mr. 


F.E. Block (Atlanta,GA)]. 

Other than the use of the matronym "Pollard", the 
naming pattern does not suggest close kinship with 
Rowland Gooch; however marriages with the Wood and 
Thompson families mimic the allied families found in 
other Gooches in Louisa and also in Albemarle. Much 
less is known of Thomas, other than he was over 16 in 
1776 and under 60 in 1781, when he is required to pay a 
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poll taxes. If a kinship exists, Stephen and Thomas are 
probably nephews to Rowland. 

A comparison of naming patterns between 
Rowland of Louisa, Stephen of King William & Louisa, 
and John of Caroline & Granville are telling. All three 
men are of different generations, John being the eldest 
(born c 1705), Rowland the next generation (born c 1730), 
and Stephen (born c 1750). Though a close kinship is 
thought to link Stephen and Rowland the naming patterns 
among their children are very different. Conversely, the 
naming patterns between John and Rowland are more 
similar. These differences and similarities are important. 
Though the complexity of naming patterns do not help us 
clearly define exact relationship, it does suggest kinship 
and can identify possible family ties. By looking at 
naming patterns, it is not difficult to conclude that 
Rowland and John shared some close common ancestors. 
The use of family names such as Claiborne are important. 
The use of Claiborne in Rowland's family suggests a 
grandparent, but the absence of the name among John's 
children suggests no common ancestor. However, among 
John's grandchildren and great grandchildren, the name 
Claiborne re-surfaces suggesting a very strong identity 
with the name. This is all consistent with the 
assumptions made by genealogists that these families are 
descendants of William and Ursula (Claiborne) Gooch. 
The multiple generational use of Anglo names such as 
Rowland and William which seem more than a 
coincidence and suggests that these naming patterns were 
used to honor specific ancestors who were prominent or 
successful. The most important common name between 
John and Rowland is, Gideon, which is used as the name 
of John's eldest and Rowland's youngest. Gideon is a 
Biblical name which was not common in Virginia, and in 
fact was a rare first name, though common among the 
Macon family of New Kent. It is obviously a reference to 
a common ancestor; however, John's use of it as the name 
of his first child and Rowland's use of it as the name of 
his youngest child, suggests that Gideon was a parent or 
uncle of John and probably a great grandparent to 
Rowland. Gideon may be an important clue to a 
matrilineal line, shared by Rowland and John. 

Rowland's relationship with the King William 
County Gooches of Thomas, James and Stephen are less 
apparent in naming patterns. Stephen's will written in 
1816 name his sons Thomas, James and Stephen all 
names which are not found in either the families of 
Rowland or John. However, two of Rowland's sons use 
the name James for their children. 

Rowland Gooch's family in Louisa County is 
one the earliest Gooch families to be chronicled by 
genealogists. His family is often confused with many 
other Gooch families, especially that of John of Caroline 
County and Granville County. For this reason, it is 
important to try and record a clear account of Rowland and 
his sons. Rowland and his son William leave wills and 
along with other sons are shown on tax records in that 
county. Through these records a family group is 
constructed and will be remarked upon later in this 
section, 

Early family histories claim Rowland married the 
famous Unity West [re: Singleton, Evelena; "Gooch 
Genealogy & Allied Families" unpublished (1943)], 
which is clearly false. Singleton is the earliest to write 


down this connection, but the origin of descent from 
Wests are unfounded in Virginia records and unfortunately, 
she never quoted her source. Unity West (died 1753) the 
daughter of Nathaniel West (died 1747) of West Point 
married William Dandridge of Elsing Green. The only 
other Unity West was Unity Croshaw the daughter of 
Major Joseph of Poplar Neck. Unity married Col. John 
West and died sometime after 1664. Neither of these 
women could have been or were likely to have been wives 
of a Backcountry farmer at the end of the Eighteenth 
Century. However, Rowland's will names his wife as 
Unity and I have found no evidence of her maiden name in 
Louisa County records. Research in this family suggest 
that their fourth child, John, had the middle name of 
Logan [re: Dark, M.B.; Notes (1992)] which may be 
Unity's maiden name. The third son is named Claiborne, 
which may also be Unity's maiden name. In early 
genealogical works, this family and members of the 
Granville Gooch family are often confused with each 
other, due to the similarity of common names among 
members of the two families. It is often assumed that the 
John named in Rowland's Will (1794; Louisa Co.) is the 
same man as John Gooch who dies in Granville County 
in 1793. However, if John Gooch of Granville had died in 
1793 he would not have been named in Rowland's will 
which was proved in 1794. Rowland's son William who 
was deceased by 1794 was not named in his father's will. 
Other records suggest that John, son of Rowland Gooch of 
Louisa, settles in Albemarle County, Virginia with his 
wife Elenor. John, who is often listed as John L[ogan] 
later settled in Lincoln County, Kentucky where he may 
have died in the 1820's [re: Dark, M.B.; Notes (1992)]. 
The closeness in death dates between Rowland (Louisa) 
and John (Granville) could suggest that these two men 
may have been brothers; however, by the well documented 
marriage dates of the children of Rowland (Louisa), it 
seems that Rowland's children's ages are more likely to 
belong to the generation of Daniel Gooch (of Granville & 
grandson of John). If there is a kinship, Rowland of 
Louisa is probably a nephew of John of Granville. The 
predominance of the name Rowland and Gideon in both 
these families suggest kinship and hearken to 
undocumented, but traditional, family connections, such 
as Rev. Rowland Jones and Gideon Macon (of York & 
New Kent, VA), both whose families married into Gooch 
lines [re: Jones family wills; Ray, Granville County and 
Its People & William & Mary Qtrly]. The naming 
patterns, geographic location and marriage dates, suggest 
kinship between the Louisa and Granville Gooches. 


ROWLAND GOOCH OF LOUISA 

The main reference for the Louisa County Gooch 
family comes from two documents. The first being the 
will of Rowland Gooch of Louisa who dies in 1794 and is 
probated on the 08th of December of that year. The will 
mentions his wife Unity, sons: John, Pumphret, Rowland 
Jr., Gideon, Liner and Claiborne, as well as an unmarried 
daughter Elizabeth. The second significant will is that of 
William Gooch who dies before Rowland Sr., leaving a 
will probated in 1780 that mentions his father Rowland, 
wife Lavinah and three minor daughters: Mary, Jemima, 
and Sally. These wills are further supplemented with the 
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Douglas Register of births and marriages in Louisa and 
environs. The Douglas Register is further supplemented 
by Louisa marriage bonds. Much of the information 
gathered on the children of Rowland has been researched in 
detail by Maxine Ball Dark of Hardy, Arkansas. She has 
used wills in both Virginia and Kentucky, Census records, 
tax lists and deeds to construct Rowland's family. Her 
work corrolates with those original records I have seen 
such as the Louisa County wills, tax records, and Douglas 
Register. The children of Rowland and Unity Gooch of 
Louisa are listed in the below matrix: 


William 
b: ¢c1750/51*; 

d: 1780 (Louisa Co., VA) 
marries Liviniah Clements 
(died after 1780) 

marriage bond dated 16 Feb 1769 


CH: Sally 1769 (m:Turner,James), 
Jemima! 77? (m:Grimsted,Jasper), Mary 


Rowland 
b: c1753*; d: 1815 (Lincoln Co., KY) 
marries lst Sarah Wood 
married about 1775 

marries 2nd Rhoda Murphy 
bond dated 1812; Lincoln Co., KY 


CH: David, Nancy, Elizabeth, John, 
James, Sally, Unity, Polly, Rowland Jr. 


Claiborne 
b: c1755*; d: after 1830 

marries Mildred Thomson 
bond dated 12 Mar 1783 


CH: Thomson1784, Unie!787 


eJohn L. 
b: c1758*; 

d: 1820ء‎ - 1830 (Lincoln Co., KY) 
marries Elenor ----- 


CH: Gideon, Lucy, Rhoda, Milly, 
Polly, Jemima, Elizabeth, James, 
William Claiborne 


b: 1760*; 
d: 1826 (re: Will, Lincoln Co., KY) 
marries lst Rhoda Turner 

bond dated 28 Sep 1780 

marries 2nd Sarah Skidmore 
bond dated 24 Oct 1822 


CH: William Dixon (m?:Terry,Eliz), 
Elizabeth Dixon (m:Murphy), 
Dabney!786 (m1:Dunn,Ruth) 
(m2:Magill,Naomi), Thomas 
(m1:Singleton,Nancy) 


(m2:Singleton,Polly), John Logan 
(m:Magill,Susannah), Unity 
(m:Macgill) 


¢Pumphret 
b: c1765*; d: 1823 (Louisa Co., VA) 
marries Mary Wagstaff 

bond dated 26 Dec 1783 


CH: Rollin!787, Polly, Pumphrey, 
Gideon, Roxanna, John178? 


Gideon 
b: c1768*; d: 1813 

marries Rosa Settle (dies after 1813) 
marriage bond dated 12 Feb 1790 


CH: no issue 


Elizabeth 
dies after 1820 

(re: Lincoln Co, KY Census) 

marries 1st Joseph Wright in 1790 


CH: at least one son 


* birth dates estimated from Louisa County tax lists. All 
white men were polled on their 16th birthday. Death yrear 
are determined by date that the will was proven. 


GOOCH WEALTH HOLDINGS IN VIRGINIA 
The proximity of Louisa County to Caroline 
County and Louisa to Hanover, along with the duplication 
of names within the various Gooch families of this 
regions are strong indications of kinship; however, there 
are differences between the families. What is recorde in 
tax records of Louisa County indicate the families of that 
area having significantly smaller estates that those 
families in Hanover, Albemarle, and North Carolina. 
Land and slave holdings are significantly different between 
the Granville/Caroline Gooch family and the Rowland 
Gooch families, even into the 19th century. Tax records 
indicate that landholdings in Louisa did not extend beyond 
150 acres and slave holdings are not large, with tax lists 
showing none to two slaves. Even the other Gooch 
families of Louisa, show modest wealth holdings. 
Granville and Amelia Gooch families show from one to 
over ten slaves in some households and more than twice 
the acreage. John Gooch of Granville lists only 100 acres 
of land in Caroline, but holds over ten slaves. John's 
sons held land between 600 and 1000 acres or more in 
Virginia and North Carolina. William Gooch Jr. of 
Albemarle left a large estate with many slaves. William 
Gooch Jr.'s brother Thomas, held a lucrative possition as 
overseer for Patrick Henry. William Gooch of Caswell, 
NC left very large land holdings. The differences in wealth 
holdings, does not overshadow the strong naming patterns 
shared by these people. Naming patterns, which defined 
an individual's identity in Virginia society. All of these 
Gooch families fit the pattern of younger sons who were 
often forced by primogenitor, to make the backcountry 
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their home. The differences in wealth holdings may be an 
indication of an individual ability to succeed and manage 
his property, rather than family origins. 


MADISON RECORDS 

It is of interest, that two letters concerning 
business transactions and debts are found in the papers of 
United States President, James Madison both from Gideon 
Gooch. This is was at first assumed to be Gideon, son of 
Rowland of Louisa County. A marriage records exist for 
Gideon's marriage to Sally Maddison; however, Gideon 
son of Rowland dies in 1813 and leaves a will mentioning 
his surviving wife, Rosa. Gideon clearly marries Rosa in 
1790 and therefore is not the same Gideon who marries 
Sally Maddison. The marriage connection of Gooch to 
Maddison may be just a coincidence, but it is possible 
that there is a kinship and therefore another source where 
family history might be found. Gideon's older brother 
John who settles in Albemarle County has a son Gideon, 
who may have married this Sally Maddison. Another 
brother Pumphrey has a son Gideon who lived in Louisa. 
The papers seem to suggest that Gideon served as overseer 
on Madison's Virginia plantation. 


ALABAMA GOOCH LINEAGE 

Another documented Gooch line in Louisa 
County is that of Albert Gallatin Gooch of Alabama. The 
Dictionary of Alabama Biography (1921), sketches his life 
and his role as secretary to two Alabama governors and as 
the clerk for the Federal district court. His lineage is 
listed as such: 


"born April 25, 1805, at Aspin Grove Louisa 
County, VA., and died January 1, 1858, in Tuscaloosa; 
son of Thomas and Martha (Tisdale) Gooch, the former a 
native of King William County, Va., a veteran of the War 
of 1812; grandson of Stephen and Mary (Pollard) Gooch, 
who lived in King William and belonged to that branch of 
the family known as the "Lower Virginia" Gooches. The 
Gooch family, with its three branches in Virginia was a 
noble one in Norfolk and Suffolk Counties, England. The 
founder of the line in Virginia was Lieut. Col. Henry 
Gooch of York County, who located there in 1656, and 
was sheriff of the county in 1662, a member of the house 
of burgesses, and an active participant in Bacon's 
rebellion. His son, William married Lissula, daughter of 
the colonial Gov. Claiborne." 


[re: Dictionary of Alabama Biography (1921), pg. 676] 


The listing in the biographical dictionary was probably 
purchased by the family, or obtain from an earlier source 
of similar character. Typical of this type of book, the 
family would offer genealogical information, some of it 
from valid sources, some from questionable source. This 
particular genealogical information seems to have been 
influenced by 20th century research rather than oral family 
history. However, the information concerning Albert's 


parents and grandparents is probably correct; and probably 
reflects Bible records of this family. The origins for King 
William County are important in identifying origins of 
emigration of this family and probably several of the 
Gooch families of this region of Virginia. Records in 
Louisa County, generally confirm this account of Stephen 
and Thomas Gooch. This biographical sketch also 
mentions Governor Gooch, though he has been clearly 
shown to be unrelated or very distantly related. The use of 
the term "Lower Virginia" Gooches, suggests that there 
had a one time been enough information on these 
families, that such a distinction could be made. The 
Gooch family of seventeenth century King William 
County, was dominated by the wealthy John Gooch and 
his son William. John Gooch appears to be of the same 
generation as Lt. Col. Henry Gooch. 


VIII. Caroline County Gooches 
Not until this research began, has a link been 
recognized between the Gooches of Granville County and 
of Caroline County, Virginia. Early genealogical works 
assumed, incorrectly, that the Gooch family originated 
from Goochland County. Abstracts of Goochland records 
show no Gooch name in early records. The often quoted 
marriage record of Joseph Gooch to Jane Dudley in 
Goochland County has not been found by me. 
Goochland County received its name from the Governor 
of Virginia, one of the few Virginian Governors who 
played an advocate for colonial support to the crown. 
The county was named after the man, not the family. 
The Gooch name is not common in Goochland's deeds 
and land records. The physical situation of Caroline 
County, suggest a logical emigration path up the 
Pamunkey River and possibly extension of large old land 
grants that originally were in New Kent and King & 
Queen and later fell in the boundries of Caroline and 
Louisa. Caroline was the Backcountry for counties like 
New Kent, King William and King & Queen Counties, 
all counties with documented Gooch families. Caroline 
was formed, in part, from King & Queen County where a 
John Gough, Jane Gooch & Alice Gough are found as 
large landholders in the early Eighteenth century. 


JOHN GOOCH SR. OF GRANVILLE 

As stated in my biographical sketch of John 
Gooch of Granville (c1710-1793) found later in these 
notes, there is good evidence of origins from Caroline 
County for the Gooch family. Due to the enormous loss 
in Caroline County records, earlier origins this family 
have not been found to be documentable. It is thought 
that due to the apparent wealth in slaves of John and the 
relative wealth of some of his children, that John comes 
from one of the landed families of the Tidewater. The 
most likely family is that of King & Queen County, 
Virginia where William and Alice (Thacker) Gough are 
found. Much of King & Queen became Caroline County 
and would be a logical place to find the descendants of 
William and Alice. This connection is not clear, since 
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Caroline Order Books also show a Henry Gooch, which 
suggests lineage to the children of Jane Jones Gooch and 
to Lt. Col. Henry Gooch. However, it should be 
remembered that Alice Thacker's father was named Henry 
and the name could be carried through her line. The use 
of the name Rowland among the Caroline County 
Gooches, also harkens back to Jane Jones Gooch. 

John's connection to Caroline County is found in 
his will, when he leaves 100 acres of land in Caroline 
County to his son Gideon. Ownership of land in 
Caroline does not prove former residency, but 
collaborated by a second connection naming John's son 
Joseph as a native "of Caroline County", strongly 
supports origins in Caroline. Records for John in 
Caroline County are inconclusive. Only the Court Order 
Books survive for Caroline County. The records found 
in the Caroline County Order Book are not detailed 
enough to clearly identify any John Gooch as the same 
John Gooch that we find in Granville County, NC in 
1793. What records remain also lack the detail to tie 
John to any other Gooch, to clearly establish his 
residency in Caroline, or to clearly define Gooch family 
groups in the area. A study of the Order Book does glean 
some important general information. A John Gough and 
son John Gough Jr. witness deeds in 1737 [re: Dorman: 

i . John and Winifred Gooch, whose 
names are mentioned in the probate courts are potential 
kin for John of Granville. John [Sr.] dies in 1746/47 and 
his estate along with his wife's name are recorded in the 
Caroline County Order Book [re: pg. 14]. It is 
interesting to note that a John Sneed is one of four 
appointed to appraise this John Gooch's estate, since 
Sneed and Gooch become intermarried in Granville and 
elsewhere in Virginia. A genealogical reference in a 
court note states that Winifred Gooch, widow of John 
remarries to Micajah Pickett and moves to North 
Carolina where she is later separated or divorced from 
Pickett. Other Gooches mentioned in the Caroline Order 
Books are: 


¢ John Gooch (dies 1762) 
e Henry Gooch (dies 1768) executrix (wife?) Martha 


* James Gough and wife Mary (dies 1764) tavern owners 
1764-68 


The name John Gough is mentioned in Caroline records 
in: 1732, 1735, 1746. The name John Gooch is 
mentioned in Caroline records in: 1750, 1755, 1765. 
The conclusion that can be made from the Caroline 
records is that the name of Gooch was well represented in 
Caroline County, for in other counties which have 
complete records it is almost never found. 

Proving that a little bit of knowledge can be 
dangerous; recent genealogical has misused the Order Book 
and have created in the last five years more 
misinformation on John Gooch. John of Granville, has 
been incorrectly linked to John the minor orphan of James 
Gouge. As is often the case, assumptions are made that 
there was only one John Gooch in Caroline County 
during that time period. In this case, the first John found 


in the Order Book with any genealogical information is 
connected to several court cases involving the orphans of 
James Gouge, John and Ann. However, there are several 
other entries which give us more likely options. During 
the Eighteenth century several Gooches lived and died in 
Caroline county, several with the name John. The 
assumption that John of Granville is the son of James 
Gouge and thus was a pauper orphan, is false. An in- 
depth explanation of this conclusion can be found in the 
following sketch of John Gooch; however some of the 
major points will be repeated here. Firstly, by the known 
ages of John of Granville's children, John would have 
been an adult by the date that James Gouge died (1730's) 
and therefore would not have been listed as a minor. The 
Caroline County Order Book shows that about the same 
time as James Gouge's probate, another John Gooch, an 
adult, is listed as a juror, this proves that there were other 
John Gooches. Caroline County Public Service Claims 
for the American Revolution list a James Gouge and an 
Elizabeth Gouge, as petitioners, suggesting that the 
Gouge family maintained residency in Caroline. Gouge 
and Gooch may at this time become a set and seperate 
spelling. Researching this Gouge family may establish 
the lineage/fate of the orphan John Gouge. 


IX. Early Gooches of North Carolina 

There are four Gooches who are documented in 
the Granville area, other than the Gooch family of 
Caroline County. Three of the early Gooches share the 
name William, though they are clearly three separate men. 
The first William Gooch is recorded in a Granville County 
deed in 1752, his fate and relationship to the other 
Gooches is unknown. 


WILLIAM GOOCH of Caswell 

William Gooch (c1714-1802) originated from 
Hanover County, Virginia and eventually settles in 
Caswell County, N.C in 1760s. This William is often 
found listed as William Sr. and Mrs. Watson also notes he 
used the middle initial "W" in some records. His family 
has been extensively researched by Virginia Gooch 
Watson of Franklin, Tennessee. William is also well 
documented in a Snead family history written sometime 
after the Civil War. This history belonged to Rev. 
William Buckner Snead and has been considered to have 
been written by him [re: letter, Georgia College, 
Milledgville, GA; publ "Family Puzzler" No 74, pg. 1-5]. 
Rev. Snead descends from William's daughter Mary, who 
married John Snead of Hanover County. He recognized 
that William Gooch owned valuable land at the time of 
his parents' marriage and that Gov. Claiborne was a near 
relation. This is the first valid referenc to an identifiable 
Gooch family with Claiborne connections. The use of the 
matranym "Claiborne" is important in this family's 
naming patterns and suggests kinship. Mrs. Watson 
documents that he had at least eleven children by two 
wives. The list given here is compiled from Mrs. 
Watson's, incorporating dates and other details from Mrs. 
Nancy Crawford of Kansas City, MO. William married 
Keziah Ann Hart, the daughter of Thomas and Susan 
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(Rice) Hart. From his marriage to Keziah their children 
are: 


b: 30 May 1745; d: 14 Dec 1842) 
b: Hanover, VA; d: Pike Co., MS) 
married John Sneed 

marriaged on 25 Mar 1765; Hanover 
(per Bible) 


William 
b: circa 1750; d: 09 Jan 1832 
b: Hanover Co., VA; 
d: Caswell Co., NC 
married Sarah "Sally" Kerr 
marriage date about 1772 


Elizabeth 
b: circa 1755; d: circa 1826 
b: Hanover Co., VA; 
d: Rutherford Co., TN 
married William Kimbrough 
marriage date about 1770 


Ann "Nancy" 
b: circa 1758; d: 03 Jan 1838 
b: Hanover Co., VA; d: St.Louis, MO 
married Jesse Benton 
date of marriage unknown 


James 
b: circa 1760; d: circa 1820 
b: Hanover Co., VA; 
d: Greenville Co., SC 
married Elizabeth Kelly 
date of marriage unknown 


By his second wife Frances, daughter of John Rice he 
had: 


° David 
b: 11 Apr 1763; d: unknown 
b: unknown; d: unknown 
married Jenny Williams 
marriage bond dated 19 Dec 1788 


Nathaniel‏ ٭ 
b: 10 Oct 1768; d: unknown‏ 
married to Polly Tate‏ 


marriage bond dated 30 Nov 1797 


Sarah‏ ٭ 
married William H. Rice‏ 
marriage bond dated 07 Sep 1795‏ 


e John Claiborne 
died: 00 Apr 1804; Caswell Co., NC 
(per Will) 


Thomas 
married first Elizabeth Anthony 
m1:bond dated 13 Aug 1799 
married secondly? 
Ann Margaret Gillentine 
no marriage bond 


Mary "Polly" 
married Henry Williams 
marriage bond dated 31 Dec 1799 


Cisley 
married James Birk 
marriage bond dated 31 Jul 1802 


Many of these children eventually emigrated to Middle 
Tennesse, settling in Williamson, Davidson, and 
Rutherford Counties [re: Watson, V.G.; Notes (1990)]. 
William's earliest records show him with land in St. 
Martin's Parish, Louisa/Hanover County, Virginia, by 
1735. William served in the American Revolutionary 
War between 1777 and 1779 for the State of North 
Carolina. William bought land in Granville County, NC 
in 1764 and sold his land in Granville County by 1778, 
when he settles on the South Fork of Country Line 
Creek, Caswell County, NC. William acquired over 1500 
acres in Caswell. William Sr. married twice, first about 
1743-44 to Keziah Ann Hart. His second wife is Frances 
Rice (died 1816), daughter of John and Lettisha Rice, who 
he married circa 1763. 


BILLY GOSLING GOOCH 

A third William, who is often listed in court 
documents as, Billy Gosling Gooch. Billy purchases land 
in Bute County (which bordered on Granville) in 1775. 
He witnesses a deed for William and Frances (Rice) Gooch 
on the 25th of June 1778 in Granville [re: D.B. M, pg. 
127]. This deed documents that the men knew each other 
and suggests kinship, but Billy is clearly not a son and is 
probably not a brother to William Sr. By 1784, Billy 
buys land in Caswell County and is listed in that county's 
tax list in the Gloucester District. Around 1800, Billy 
settles in Kershaw County, South Carolina where he died 
in 1803. Billy's only known spouse is Keren Happuck, 
the widow of Jeremiah Hillard of New Kent, Virginia. 
Though no known marriage record has been found for the 
couple, it seems that Billy was a family friend to the 
Hillards. Billy and Keren are mentioned first together in a 
deed in which Billy replaces a Negro who died which had 
belonged to the widow of Jeremiah Hillard [re: Bute Co., 
11 Nov. 1777]. No record of the marriage of Billy and 
Keren has been found, though it is clear they had issue. 
Their children are listed in his Will as follows: Betsey 
(m:Britain), Polly (m:Britain), Rebecka (m:Bird), Mildred 
(m:Bird), Nancy, Patsey (m:Bennett), Henry, John, 
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Mehalah. Keren dies in 1840 near Montgomery, Alabama 
at a place called Highland Home. Family history in the 
Bird family, recall her emigrating to Alabama along with 
her daughter Mildred Bird. Billy's son John marries twice 
and settles in Chester County, South Carolina, where he 
raised a large family and died in 1840 leaving a Will. 


OTHERS 

The fourth Gooch to leave early records in Norht 
Carolina, is John Gough whose Will is probated on 05 
January 1762 in Bertie County. Bertie County is the 
parent county of Granville. The will mentions sons 
Charles and Lewis and a cousin William [re: Hathaway]. 
This John Gough and his line seems to have received no 
genealogical research and very little is known about them 
at this time. 


SURVEY OF NC WILLS 

Little substanciated connection has been made 
between any of these Gooch families. It is difficult to 
speculate on their relationships, but they do often share 
similar migration patterns. The movement from the 
Backcountry (Hanover, Louisa, Caroline] to the North 
Carolina Tobacco Belt [Granville, Person, Caswell] and 
later movements to the Frontier such as the Ninety-sixth 
District of South Carolina fall into a common pattern. 
Hanover, New Kent and King William are all well 
documented places of origins for many early settlers to 
Granville County. After the initial emigration, 19th 
century records indicate that Gooch families inhabited a 
few locations within North Carolina, which would 
become associated with the name. In a published index of 
early North Carolina Wills, Gooch is the surname found 
on twenty wills dated before 1900. Nine of those wills 
are in Granville County, eight are in Caswell, two are in 
Wake County, and only one is found in Person, The 
Granville and Person County wills are of the same stock 
that emigrated from Caroline County, Virginia and are 
descendants of John Gooch (c1705-1793). The Caswell 
wills seem to be of the same stock as the Gooch family of 
Hanover County, Virginia and descendants of Billy 
Gosling Gooch. The Wake County wills could belong to 
either of the two. These wills help plot the locations in 
North Carolina where certain Gooch families settled. 


X. DAR Sources 

One of the main sources of genealogical 
information on Gooch families is the membeship 
registration forms of the Daughters of the American 
Revolutions (DAR). These records represent the earliest 
date that Gooch family history was commited to paper by 
the Granville County line. The Gooch family most 
strongly represented in the DAR records is the Gooch 
family of Granville, North Carolina. There are many 
more applicants from this line than any other group, 
though they are not the sole Gooch family to register their 
pedigree with the DAR. At least ten memberships are 
entered for descendants of Joseph Gooch (born c1732) 


between 1919 and 1944. One important service that these 
documents provide us with is the evolution of Gooch 
genealogy. Many of the mistakes found among research 
today, were made early on and later perpetuated by DAR 
records. Other details, such as the roles that Joseph and 
Daniel played in the Revolutionary War are distorted in 
these records. North Carolina records show that both men 
provided food and supplies, but no record of active service 
exists. Daniel Gooch (1755-1837) was assigned the title 
of Lieutenant in 1788, but his role was as part of the 
County Militia. Though Daniel was of serviceable age, 
single and apparently healthy enough to eventually 
appointed an officer of the County Militia; Daniel Gooch 
does not seem to have taken any active role in the 
Revolution. There is also no evidence of a pension or 
records within other pensions refering to Gooch service. 
Curiously, there is also no indication that these men paid 
others to take their place in the Revolution. Joseph was 
around forty years old by the War, but Daniel was of 
service age. Daniel's brother Amos was also not called to 
service. Nor was, Daniel's younger brother William; 
however, William was born in 1762 and was too young to 
serve. The issue of their lack of service, remains a 
question that needs to be answered. The other answer may 
lie in the fact that neither Daniel or Amos applied for 
pension; therefore records of their service may have been 
lost. This seems unlikely, since Daniel did petition for 
reimbursement for supplies of corn and bacon, a cost 
much less than the money he might have received as a 
pensioner. Another answer may be that neither Daniel or 
Amos were old enough to be drafted, which would mean 
that the birth year on Daniel's tombstone is incorrect. 
Despite the potentially important information these 
applications record, as a source of historical fact, the DAR 
registration forms are unreliable in their accuracy and 
should be questioned in their accuracy. 


EARLY DAR GOOCH RECORDS 
Early applications do provide good information 
on family structure and vital statistics, within a couple of 
generations away from the applicant. Most of these 
records show reliable information up through Joseph's son 
Daniel and his wife Nancey Sneed; however, the 
information on Joseph is sketchy and poorly documented. 
Early forms show both the line of descent beginning with 
Joseph, naming his spouse as Jane Dudley and some 
connect this line to Governor William Gooch of Virginia. 
There is no recognition of John (died 1793) as his father, 
though John's will is registered in Granville County and 
names a son Joseph. There is also a strong recognition 
that Joseph's father was Thomas. This is shown in the 
1921 application of Mary (Blalock) Currin a granddaughter 
of Daniel Gooch, by his son Joseph Gooch and his wife 
Susan Bennett. She also lists the children of each 
generation in the margins of the application. Her 
application is based on No. 153772 and does not follow 
the lineage beyond Joseph Gooch. Converse to this 
application are the cousins of Mary Blalock Currin, 
daughters of her uncle Daniel Joseph Gooch, Lizzie and 
Fannie. Lizzie and Fannie submit applications in 1922 
and 1921, both reference different earlier applications, but 
both introduce Jane Dudley as wife of Joseph, Thomas as 
father of Joseph and connect themselves to Governor 
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William Gooch of Virginia. These inconsistancies 
Suggest that genealogical work was being done in the 
1920s that affected family traditions. It is assumed that 
Evelena Singleton's work on the Gooch family strongly 
influenced the information gathered in DAR records. The 
mistakes that Singleton makes are clearly echoed by DAR 
applications; however, Evelena may not be the sole source 
confusion, since her work was finished in 1943 and 
circulate afterwards. Singleton's work appears to be 
heavily based on another, earlier genealogy which appears 
to have been constructed for the Currin family of Oxford, 
NC. This seems likely, since Singleton's work is based 
on published and compiled information, rather than actual 
research using original documents. This makes it difficult 
to identify if descent form Thomas Gooch is a family oral 
tradition or merely a mistake made by shoddy genealogical 
research. The DAR had very lenient requirements for 
proof in its early years and appears to not have required 
proof for ancestors earlier than the Revolution. Since 
Joseph's father was of a pre-Revolutionary generation, the 
DAR would have been less likely to ask for "proven" facts 
and would have allowed his name to appear on 
applications without any proof or documentation. 


LATER DAR GOOCH RECORD 

Thomas as the father of Joseph does not 
consistently appear in DAR applications until the 1940s. 
It is likely that this addition to the family tree was an 
influenced from several genealogies which were being 
circulated among various Gooch families. The Thomas 
Gooch tradition can be traced (in writing) two documents, 
one is the work of Mrs. Evelena Gooch Singleton who 
compiled a Gooch family history through published 
articles, family interviews/correspondence and other second 
hand sources of information, during the 1940s. The 
second is a genealogy commissioned by the Currin family 
of Oxford, which seems to be based on or was the basis of 
Mrs. Singleton's work. Mrs. Singleton probably included 
the Currin genealogy without edit, since she was not from 
this branch of the Gooches. This is evident when on page 
5 it reads, "Thomas (our ancestor) m. Patsy prob. 2nd 
Elizabeth Thomas prob. lived in Louisa Co. Va. and 
moved to Nansmond Co. and preached and leived at a place 
called ‘Summerton Home."". This reference to a Thomas 
Gooch as father of Joseph and the use of "our ancestor", 
Clearly suggests this section was inserted by Mrs. 
Singleton, with the assumption that the Oxford branch of 
the family knew what they had sumitted to her to be true. 
This document further documents the source as follows: 
"Ref. Thomas Gooch (Rev.) in book Va. Lib. recently 
added and quoted from by Mrs. Poter, of Richmond 
(Genealogist) states Joseph Gooch, son of this Thomas 
(Rev.) also deed Nansemond Co. Va.". As quoted, it 
would be impossible to locate the book. As to the deed in 
Nansemond county, I have not been able to locate any 
reference to Joseph and Thomas. Starting in the 1940s, 
DAR applications took the confusion one more step by 
adding the connection between the Granville Gooches with 
Governor William Gooch of Virginia. The applications 
trace their lineage through Governor Gooch's brother 
Thomas, the Bishop of London. As shown by the lineage 
of Thomas Gooch in Burke's Peerage, this is not true; 


however this shows that during the 1940s period, many of 
the family traditions became mixed with poorly done 
genealogical work. This may be due to work done as far 
back as 1921. It also suggest that the Gooch genealogy 
and family history was mostly lost by the 20th century or 
discarded for a more glamorous lineage. The loss of 
tradition may have been due to mere disinterest, but 
probably due to the institutionalizing of the DAR as an 
important social organization. At the time that 
membership was desirable, the access to old records and 
the knowledge of research techniques and importance of 
documentation was secondary to establishing membership. 
This is suggested by the rise of interest in genealogy 
which peaked as the importance to the DAR peaked. 


GRANVILLE DAR 

The descendants of Dudley 3. Gooch through his 
daughter Cornelia Gooch Currin, seem to number 
significantly in DAR applicants and it is due to this 
family that any records were preserved. Along with the 
Currins are the daughters of Daniel Joseph Gooch, who 
were cousins to Cornelia through her paternal uncle 
Joseph Gooch, A daughter of the same Joseph registers 
her lineage in the DAR and indicates that the descendants 
of Joseph had some family identity, since much of their 
information is detailed and correct. Both these branches 
of the family were prosperous in the late 19th and early 
20th century in Granville County. Many of these ladies 
probably knew one another and shared in the family 
history, though they reference different sources. The 
earliest of Granville's DAR applications is by Susie 
Gooch Caudle a daughter of Daniel Joseph Gooch [re: 
application NSDAR #149,404 (1919)]. Caudle traces her 
ancestory, incorrectly, to Thomas father of Joseph and son 
of Rev. Thomas Gooch, Bishop and second Baron, after 
his brother Governor William Gooch. Caudles' records of 
Daniel Gooch's birth and death suggest that she got her 
information from his tombstone, not the family Bible. 
Caudle's record also suggests that she knew very little 
about Joseph Gooch and did not research him in the 
Granville court records, since she identifies his death date 
as "after 1790". It is said that the Currin family was the 
last to have the Daniel Gooch Bible, whose location is 
now unknown, but copies of the entries exist. Some of 
the applications cross reference each other, especially 
among the Currin women. The impression that is made 
by these records is that they are an important resource of 
information on people born after the Revolution, though 
there early information can not be considered reliable 
without cross references from outside source. The below 
table abstract some of the applications. 
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Virginia State Library, though the work for some reason 
has been seperated into several items. Two documents 
are crucial in identifying this family. One is a Louisa 
County deed naming William and his wife Elizabeth, 
clearly identifying him as a separate man from William 
Gooch of Hanover, who married Keziah Hart. William 
and his wife Elizabeth are documented in the Louisa 
County Order Book on the 12th of September 1743 in a 
deed which names William of St. Martin's Parish, 
Hanover selling land to Benjamin Spencer. Elizabeth 
Gooch, his wife relinquishes her right of dower. Other 
Hanover references are difficult to attribute to him. 
William appears to have bought land in the Blue 
Mountains in the far western part of Albemarle County, 
in conjunction with mining copper in the area [re: 
Gooch, Frances; Unpublished Works]. This mining 
attempt proved to be a failure [re: Notes; Ledocki, 
Thomas (1993)]. William Sr. appears to finally settle in 
Everttsville township in Albemarle; his last deed is found 
in Albemarle in September of 1762. The second 
evidence is a letter written to Mr. Thomas Gooch of 
Shelby County, Kentucky, from his sister Elizabeth 
Gooch Crease. This letter is dated the 20th of July 1803 
and is sent form Springfield, Hampshire County in the 
part of Virginia now West Virginia. The letter writes: 


Dear Brother, 

I have made numberless inquiries after 
you since you moved to Kentucky; but to no affect. I 
could never learn in what part of the state you reside till 
your son John was kind enough to come and see us. His 
agreeable conversation and easy manners were very 
pleasing to us all. He gave me very satisfactory 
information alluding to your present situation in life. It 
gave me joy to learn you lived a serious and religious 
life. To serve God in spirit and in truth is a duty 
indispensability necessary for us to do... 

have experienced a great deal of‏ آ... 
affliction since I seen you. My husband also hurt‏ 
himself with Quicksilver and for many years was‏ 
incapable of any business, which prevented me from‏ 
coming to see you when you were living in Henry Co...‏ 

I never had but two children - one son 
and one daughter. My daughter died when near five years 
old. My son is yet living... 

Sister Sarah, I presume, will write to 
you by John. Sister Ursley lives in Tennessee. I have 
no word from her for some months. She is a widow 
with several children. 


[re: Legocki, Thomas (1993); from transcription, original 
owned by Neville Gooch, Louisville, KY]. 


Francis Gooch is quoted in her notes as stating that 
Thomas Gooch of Shelby County and the family 
mentioned in the letter are younger siblings of William 
who had died, twelve years earlier. Thomas Gooch is 
named in the Kentucky Genealogy and Biography Vol IV 
as being born in Charlotte County, Virginia and a 
descendant of Gov. Gooch, who settled in Shelby County 
about 1790. The mere mention of descent from 


Governor Gooch, causes doubt on the credibility of this 
biography. Ledocki's notes locate Thomas on the first 
U.S. Census locates in Amherst County, Virignia. 
However, this listing of Thomas is just as likely to be 
Thomas Gooch, son of Stephen Gooch of King 
William and Louisa. In fact, the Crease letter is just as 
likely to be attributed to the Stephen Gooch family of 
King William and Louisa, as it is to be attributed to 
William Sr. of Albemarle. Other than his son's 
signature witnessing deeds in Albemarle County, there 
appears to be no proof that clearly identify William Sr. 
and Elizabeth Gooch's children, although based on the 
above letter researchers assume them to be: 


eWilliam 
born :1739ء‎ died 1796 
marries Lucy Fleming 
married about 1760 


CH: Philip (1Barnett,Eliz) (2Phillip,Frances), 
Jesse (Owsley,Eliz), Martha (Thurmand,Wm), 
Elizabeth (Dedman,Nathan), Matthew Moore, 
William (Adkinson,Mildred), Susan, Dabney 
Claiborne (Irvin,Eliz), Mary (Moore, Wm), 
Nicholas L. (Nash,Judith), Thomas W. 
(Irvin,Nancy), Sampson 


*Elizabeth 
marries ***** Cease 


CH: son, daughter 


Ursula 


Sarah 
born 1742; Hanover Co., VA; 
died Stokes Co., NC 


marries David Crew 

(born 1735; Hanover) 

S/o William & Hannah (Sanders) C. 
married on 10 May 1764 


CH: Jonathan 1765, David 1767, Jesse!768, 
William 1769, Elizabeth! 771, Hiram!773, 
Sarah!773_ Jesse!775, Hannah!776, 
Ursula! 778, Joseph! 782, Phebe! 784, 


Nancy!786, Benjamin!78 88 


re: Crews Family History, SLC LDS Library 
Thomas 
born c1750; died 1815; Shelby Co., KY 
marries Lucy Grubbs 


CH: unknown 


Claiborne P. 
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Neither William Jr. or Claiborne nor their 
families are mentioned in the Crease letter. However, 
Frances Gooch's research seems to establish the 
relationship. For Granville researchers, the ages of 
William Sr.'s children are comparable to those of Joseph 
Gooch (1732-1810), though a birth in 1717 suggest that 
William was closer to the generation of John Gooch of 
Caroline and Granville. 

William Gooch Jr. is the only clearly 
identified son of William Sr. He is a resident of in 
Albemarle County, Virginia between 1751 and 1796; 
proved by deeds and by his will. William Jr. is estimated 
by researchers to have been born about 1739; married 
about 1760 to Lucy Fleming, whose parentage is 
undocumented; and died in 1796. 1704/5 Rent Rolls list 
a Charles Fleming, as a large absentee landlord in New 
Kent County with 1700 acres. Frances Gooch's source 
for William Jr.'s wife, is thorough naming patterns in 
Thomas Gooch of Amhert County who names a daughter 
Lucy Fleming Gooch. William Sr's children are listed in 
his will of August 1796, proved in Albemarle County 
Court and lists: Phillip, Jesse , Martha, Elizabeth, 
Matthew Moore, William, Susan, Dabney Claiborn, 
Mary, Nicholas. 

These children settled in various places: Phillip 
in Amherst, Jesse in Garrard County, Kentucky, 
Elizabeth Dedman in Woodford County, Kentucky, 
William in Monroe County, Missouri, Susan and 
Dabney remained in Albemarle, and Nicholas in Lincoln 
County, Kentucky. 

Though researchers of this family have been 
content to link themselves to Claiborne, the son of 
William and Ursula (Claiborne) Gooch, there is no 
evidence for this conclusion, other than the usage of the 
name Claiborne. Most of the work presented to me by 
Thomas F. Legocki of Ogden, Utah shows a great deal of 
knowledge on the Albemarle family, but poor 
documentation on early Gooch families. Work done 
from this family is still unable to distinguish between 
the William Gooch of Hanover/Caswell and the William 
Gooch of Hanover/Albemarle. Confusion between 
William & Ursula (Claiborne) Gooch and William & 
Alice (Thacker) Gough of King and Queen County, are 
also evident in the Ledocki papers. The son Dabney 
Claiborne, does denote relations to both family; 
however, the name appears to belong to their seventh 
child, suggesting a far more distant connection to the 
Dabney and Claiborne families than researchers claim. 
However, a Dabney connection suggest a relationship to 
one of the Gooch families in Louisa. As is often the 
case in Virginia research, the lack of good information 
leads to speculation. This speculation general excludes 
the families of the wives, whose origins in Virginia 
society were as of equal importance as their husband's 
family. Both William Sr. wife, Elizabeth, and William 
Jr.'s wife, Lucy Fleming, my have descended from either 
of the Dabney or Claiborne families. It is interesting to 
note that among the naming patterns of William Jr.'s 
children, the use of Phillip and Jesse, as names for his 
eldest children, suggest very different connections than 
those claimed by this family's researchers. Neither 
Phillip nor Jesse were that common in this area, for this 


period of time. Neither Phillip not Jesse are names that 
appear in any of the other Gooch families of this 
generation. 


LOUISA COUNTY 

Louisa is a key county for Gooch research, in 
that records still exist that show long standing habitation 
of Gooch families in that area. By the 1870, Census the 
Gooch name was rare in Virginia numbering under forty 
people, sixteen of those were in Louisa. In the 
Tidewater's region of Virginia no Gooch name is found on 
the 1870 Census. In 1870, Amherst and Albemarle 
Counties show six and four Gooch residents, respectfully. 
Both of these counties were settled in part by descendants 
of Rowland of Louisa County, thus identifiying over half 
of the Gooch families as having orientation from Louisa. 
Louisa is relevant for Caroline/Hanover Gooch researchers 
by being geographically close to these counties and 
sharing a common history. Louisa like Caroline, is a 
county populated from the early settlements along the 
York and Pamunkey Rivers, where early grants are found 
under the surname, Gooch. Many early grants for 
Hanover and New Kent could have become part of Louisa 
on creation of the county. St. Martin's Parish, which 
extended over the Louisa border into Hanover, was the 
home of a well documented Gooch family, which shares 
common naming patterns with both Louisa and Caroline 
County families. The public records for Louisa from the 
mid-eighteenth century are generally good and give some 
indication of family groups and emigration patterns. Mrs. 
Evelena Gooch Singleton, whose genealogical work is 
widely circulated, descends from the Louisa Gooches, as 
does her husband Dr. Tilden H. Singleton. 

The earliest reference to Gooch, in Louisa records 
is, Gough's line which is mentioned in deeds for 
Fredricksville Parish, as early as 1743. Fredricksville 
Parish covers the five mile strip of Louisa County's 
border with Albemarle County. It is unclear which early 
Louisa County Gooch's property this reference note's, 
since Rowland Gooch is found in Trinity Parish. 
Rowland also may have been a minor in 1743, suggesting 
that he was not the first generation of Gooches to own 
land in Louisa. Other early Gooch taxpayers are found in 
St. Martin's Parish which overlapped into Hanover 
County and may be related to the William Gooch of 
Hanover who later settles in Caswell County, NC. 

Just after mid-century there are several Gooches 
establishing land holdings in Eighteenth century Louisa 
County. Tax records for Louisa date back to 1767, with 
the earlier tithables having been lost or destroyed. These 
tax records have been surveyed by a descendant of Liner 
Gooch, son of Rowland. From her copies of tax records, I 
have gleaned some of the below information. 

Louisa's tax records indicate that at least three 
Gooch men settle in Louisa between 1767 and 1773. The 
first being Rowland, the second Thomas, and the third 
Stephen all who settles in Louisa and establishes 
families. Rowland Gooch and his son William are the 
only Gooches taxed in 1767 and this family is the only 
Gooch family till 1773 when a Thomas Gooch is 
recorded in St. Martin's Parish, as overseer for Cornelius 
Dabney. Tithe records list Thomas as Dabney's overseer 
until 1778, when Thomas appears in Trinity Parish with 
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I. Introduction 


The initial focus of this project is to construct a 
narrative of family life, in early America. This narrative, in 
part, revolves around the Gooch family of Granville County, 
North Carolina. Almost all of the existing genealogical works 
of the Gooch family, have been concerned with the families of 
Virginia. It is clear that the Gooches of Granville County 
have their origins in Virginia; however, the materials of the 
greatest quality and of the greatest quantity, is to be found in 
the North Carolina records. The bulk of the notes that follow 
focus on the Gooch Family of Granville County and their 
connections. No one has systematically documented the vast 
records that the Gooches left in Granville County, nor who 
these people were as individuals and members of society. My 
observations have been based on both contemporary records 
and on family traditions found in modern times. Using a 
juxtaposition of these two sources, I have tried to form an 
intimate, but factual, view of these people, their friends, and 
connections. I hope, that these biographical sketches help 
preserve the history of these people and also help to construct 
a more comprehensive view of the American experience. 

To introduce the sketches on principle members of the 
Gooches of Granville County, I include an over view of early 
history on the Gooch family, before their emigration to North 
Carolina. Though the scope of the following text focuses on 
background helpful in family research to the North Carolina 


lines, I have tried to document the foundations for any 
researcher interested in this family and its origins in Virginia. 


II. Gooches of Virginia 


Virginia genealogy is made difficult by two obstacles. 
The first is a problem inherent in genealogy. The general 
motivation in genealogy is the justification of family pride. 
Often this justification lends a bias towards establishing a 
connection to the landed, the prominent, or even just the 
recognizable. This perspective often leads to the 
misinterpretation of historical information. The DAR exhibits 
a host of these problems, with ancestors focusing on 
establishing a connection with the American Revolution, 
without understanding the actual role of the individual. The 
second problem is the almost total lack of good early public 
and private records in Virginia. Between three Wars and 
various fires, Virginia has lost most of its public records. 
These two factors result in a high level of speculation, in the 
genealogical works of the past. Due to these problems, it is 
crucial to question each genealogical link and establish a 
lineage working with original contemporary documents. 
Family oral traditions are a rich source of information; 
however each story must be traced to the source of the history 
and weighed against historical documentation. In these notes, 
an attempt has been made to reference all sources and 
distinguish between oral and written historical sources. 

In the process to prove the nobility of one's family, 
there is generally a loss of historical integrity and facts are 
overlooked. The simplistic approach found often in genealogy 
reflects the bias that the lives and actions of the wealthy are 
more historically noteworthy, than that of the common man. 
Researching the landed and the wealthy is also easier, while the 
records of common men are often difficult to find. In contrast 
with most early genealogical methodology of searching for 
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families who carefully Sustained a written‏ می اخ 

y Over a long period of time. Most modern 
research has focused on the best documented of the seventeenth 
century Gooches: Lt. Col. Henry Gooch, John Gooch and 
Capt. William Gooch. These men were all large land 
patentees, and at least Lt. Col. Henry married into one of the 
landed Tidewater families of some prominence (Goodwin). 
Other Gooch men, though it is not clear which men, married a 
sister of Virginia's most prominent minister of the time, 
Rowland Jones. Another, married the granddaughter of 
Colonial Secretary William Claiborne, and daughter of large 
landowner and member of the House of Burgess Lt. Col. 
William Claiborne (Ursula). Though there are no documents 
which state the relationship between these men, Henry, John 
and William are often cited as, the three brothers who are the 
original emigrants and ancestors for all of the Gooches of 
Virginia. This assumption has lead away from an overall 
objective survey of Gooch emigration, as well as an objective 
survey of the men themselves. There are several facts that 
need to be stated and realized before one begins to search. 
The most important fact is that there were more than just three 


Gooch emigrants. 


LAND RECORDS 
k Early-patent records are nearly the only source for 


early Virginia genealogy. A search of patent records list two 
types of people, those receiving land and those who were being 
transported in exchange for headrights. Patents do show 
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construct family groups among the landed, there is a gap in the 
records between the crucial period of 1705 to 1765 when 
Amelia County records the Gooch family of Caroline County. 
Without these records there is virtually no way to connect the 
various Backcounty Gooch families (the Granville/Caroline 
Gooches, the Louisa Gooches, & the Hanover/Caswell 
Gooches) with their Tidewaters ancestors. The American 
Revolution, the War of 1812 and the Civil War destroyed 
much of the county records in Virginia's archives. Almost no 
records exist for those counties vital to researching the 
Gooches, namely Caroline, King & Queen, New Kent, Prince 
William, Hanover and York. Neither Parish Records or 
contemporary private records have surfaced to make up the 
lack of county records. Graveyards and tombstone 
inscriptions are rare. Extensive research needs to be done in 
the Virginia State Archives of loose papers and uncataloged 
papers, to force new information to the surface. There is also 
evidence that at one time various Gooch families had 
documented their pedigree. References to Lower and Upper 
Gooch families of Virginia in personal biographies have been 
found as early as 1921. However, theses genealogies do not 
seem to exist is any known public archive. Solutions to many 
of the existing genealogical questions can probably be found in 
the private records of individuals. 


GOVERNOR WILLIAM GOOCH OF VIRGINIA 

A brief note needs to be written about William Gooch, 
Governor of Virginia ("Governor Gooch"). There is a 
great deal of confusion as to the relation of this Governor of 
Virginia and the Gooch families of Virginia. It is important to 
state that there are no direct male heirs to Governor Gooch. 
Governor Gooch is clearly not the progenitor of the Gooch 
family of Virginia. The only connection with a Virginia 
family, is with Major William Gooch, who died in 1655, and 
Governor's Gooch's pedigree, as stated in Burkes Peerage 
(1959). Major William Gooch's tombstone at Bruton Parish is 
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the oldest known in Virginia, it bares the same coat of arms as 
that listed in Burke's Peerage under Governor Gooch's family, 
and Major William's tombstone records his death year as 
1655. Burke's lists Governor Gooch with an uncle William 
who died in 1655. The source of this information is from 
Governor Gooch's grandfather, who in 1664 registered his 
pedigree at the Herald's Visitation to Suffolk, and listed his 
dead son William. This Gooch family was apparently of a 
class of large landowners whose origins seem to be identified 
with St. Margaret Ilketshall, in East Suffolk. Burkes’ 
identifies Thomas Gooch of Great Peringland, as an important 
genealogical link in this Gooch family. Governor Gooch's 
grandfather (who registered the pedigree) lists his children as: 
William (died 1655), Richard of Mettingham (died 1682 & 
had issue), Thomas (father of Governor Gooch and Bishop 
Thomas Gooch), & two daughters Martha Viner and Barbara 
Rogerson. It is important to note that there is no mention of 
other sons, such as Henry or John, men shown to have male 
descendants in Virginia. If William (the registrar of the 
pedigree) mentioned his dead son William, it is unlikely he 
excluded the names of other sons. I believe that this family 
group are not the ancestors of the Virginia Gooch family. 
However, the pedigree is useful in identifying a potential 
lineage. William, (who registered the pedigree) was one of 
ten sons of Robert Gooch, son of Peter Gooch (died 1555). It 
may be among the younger sons of this large family that the 
Gooch family of Virginia has its origins. 

The pedigree of Governor Gooch and the lineage of 
Major William Gooch of Virginia, are both often misquoted 
and therefore it is important to establish the two men's 
presence in Virginian Gooch genealogy. Both Governor 
Gooch and Major William Gooch seem to have had one child 
though, no male heirs survived either to carry their name. 
Governor Gooch's son, Col. William Gooch, lived to 
adulthood and held several high offices in Virginia. Col. 
William married Eleanor Bowles the daughter of the 
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Governor of Maryland, but no children were born to the 
marriage. Upon Gooch's death Eleanor married Col. Warner 
Lewis. Major William Gooch had one daughter, Anne, who 
survived to adulthood and who married first, Capt. Thomas 
Beale and secondly William Colston, both prominent men in 
Virginia. Anne had issue by both husbands. If Governor 
Gooch had relatives in Virginia, it seems likely that among his 
private papers should be found references to Virginia 
Gooches; however, this source has never been investigated. 

The baronetcy that is associated with Governor Gooch 
and the Gooch family, was bestowed upon Governor Gooch 
first, and then descended to his brother, Thomas Bishop of 
London, since the Governor lacked a male heir. Benacre Hall 
holds no history for the Gooches of Virginia, since their 
emigration preceded the manor's construction. 


III Cultural Orientation 


Identifying a family's cultural group broadens the 
understanding of a group of people their actions and behavior. 
A clear. understanding of cultural influences is vital in fully 
interpreting documents and patterns that emerge through 
research. The folk ways and recognition of those traditions 
are crucial in understanding the history of any group. 


BRITISH ORIGINS 

The Gooch family is most certainly of British origin. 
The emigration of British to the colonies did not represent a 
homogeneous settlement, but waves of several emigrations, 
each uniquely characterized by regional, class and/or 
generational differences. Identifying location of origin, date 
of emigration and position in society, can tell a great deal 
about the motivations these ancestors had. By the seventeenth 
century, the rapid urbanization of England complicates the 
identification of regional cultures. The lack of clear and 


۰ John Gooch (dies 1762) 
۰ Henry Gooch (dies 1768) executrix (wife?) 
Martha 


° James Gough and wife Mary (dies 1764) 
tavern owners 1764-68 


The name John Gough is mentioned in Caroline records in: 
1732, 1735, 1746. The name John Gooch is mentioned in 
Caroline records in: 1750, 1755, 1765. The conclusion that 
can be made from the Caroline records is that the name of 
Gooch was well represented in Caroline County, for in other 
counties which have complete records it is almost never 
found. 


VI. Early Gooches of North Carolina 


There are four Gooches who are documented in the 
Granville area, other than the Gooch family of Caroline 
County. Several of the early Gooches are named William, but 
it seems likely that they were three separate men. The first 
William Gooch is recorded in a Granville County deed in 
1752, his fate and relationship to the other Gooches is 
unknown. 


HANOVER & CASWELL 

Another William Gooch (c1714-1802) originated from 
Hanover County, Virginia and eventually settles in Caswell 
County, N.C. This family has been extensively researched by 
Virginia Gooch Watson of Franklin, Tennessee. This William 
is often listed as William Sr. and had at least eleven children 
by two wives: Mary?, Elizabeth, William, James, Ann 
(Nancy), David, Mary (Polly), Nathaniel, Sarah, Thomas, 
Cisley, & John Claiborne. Many of these children eventually 
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settled in Williamson County, Tennessee. William's earliest 
records show him with land in St. Martin's Parish, 
Louisa/Hanover County, Virginia, by 1735. William served in 
the American Revolutionary War between 1777 and 1779 for 
the State of North Carolina. William bought land in Granville 
County, NC in 1764 and sold his land in Granville County by 
1778, when he settles on the South Fork of Country Line 
Creek, Caswell County, NC. William acquired over 1500 
acres in Caswell. William Sr. married twice, first about 1743- 
44 to Keziah Ann Hart. His second wife is Frances Rice (died 
1816), daughter of John and Lettisha Rice, who he married 
circa 1763. 


BILLY GOSLING GOOCH 

A third William, who is often listed in court documents 
as, Billy Gosling Gooch. Billy purchases land in Bute County 
(which bordered on Granville) in 1775. He witnesses a deed 
for William and Frances (Rice) Gooch on the 25th of June 
1778 in Granville [re: D.B. M, pg. 127]. This deed documents 
that the men knew each other and suggests kinship, but Billy is 
clearly not a son and is probably not a brother to William Sr. 
By 1784, Billy buys land in Caswell County and is listed in 
that county's tax list in the Gloucester District. Around 1800, 
Billy settles in Kershaw County, South Carolina where he died 
in 1803. Billy's only known spouse is Keren Happuck, the 
widow of Jeremiah Hillard of New Kent, Virginia. Though no 
known marriage record has been found for the couple, it 
seems that Billy was a family friend to the Hillards. Billy and 
Keren are mentioned first together in a deed in which Billy 
replaces a Negro who died which had belonged to the widow 
of Jeremiah Hillard [re: Bute Co., 11 Nov. 1777]. No record 
of the marriage of Billy and Keren has been found, though it 
is clear they had issue. Their children are listed in his Will as 
follows: Betsey (m:Britain), Polly (m:Britain), Rebecka 
(m:Bird), Mildred (m:Bird), Nancy, Patsey (m:Bennett), 
Henry, John, Mehalah. Keren dies in 1840 near Montgomery, 
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Alabama at a place called Highland Home. Family history in 
the Bird family, recall her emigrating to Alabama along with 
her daughter Mildred Bird. Billy's son John marries twice 
and settles in Chester County, South Carolina, where he raised 
a large family and died in 1840 leaving a Will. 


OTHERS 

The fourth Gooch, is John Gough whose Will is 
probated on 05 January 1762 in Bertie County. Bertie County 
is the parent county of Granville. The Will mentions sons 
Charles and Lewis and a cousin William [re: Hathaway]. This 
John Gough and his line seems to have received no 
genealogical research and very little is known about them at 
this time. 


SURVEY OF NC WILLS 

No clear connection has been made between any of these 
families. It seems probable that all these families are kin to 
each other and to the Carolina Gooches, since they all seem to 
share similar migration patterns, Hanover/Louisa/Caroline 
counties in Virginia to Granville and some to the Ninety-sixth 
District of South Carolina. In a published index of early 
North Carolina Wills, Gooch is the surname found on twenty 
Wills dated before 1900. Nine of those Wills are in Granville 
County, eight are in Caswell, two are in Wake County, and 
only one is found in Person. The Granville and Person 
County Wills are of the same stock that emigrated from 
Caroline County, Virginia and are descendants of John Gooch 
(c1705-1793). The Caswell families seem to be of the same 
stock as the Gooch family of Hanover County, Virginia and 
descendants of Billy Gosling Gooch. The Wake County Wills 
could belong to either of the two. These Wills are evidence of 
the locations in North Carolina where Gooch families settled. 


VII Tobacco 


XXix 


J. Daniel Mahar 
clo GE Company - CEP 


180 Henry Street 275 Battery Street, Suite 2140 
San Francisco, California 94114 San Francisco, California 94111 
Home (415) 621-4649 Work (415) 274-1900 


February 16, 1995 


Dear Mr. Daniels: 


I have been debating whether to have part of my notes published in your work and 
have decided send you the enclosed document and see what you think about it. I 
realize that the time it would take me to re-format and serialized any portion of my 
notes to fit your work would involve more time than I have to offer; however, I 
would like to get this information out in a public forum for comments and to help 
people in general on the Virginia records. This draft has a lot of typos and 
grammatical errors and needs to be re-written in sections, but if I try and be a 
perfectionists, I will never get this out to the general public. 


The enclosed document has been cropped a great deal (believe it or not). It now 
stands at 27 pages, down from 70+ for just the introduction. I am not sure if it is 
too large for you to publish or if you could break it up, but I will leave that to your 
discretion. Please include a note letting people know that I will reproduce this 
section and bind it for them for a fee of $10.00 or at cost if there is an exchange of 
useful information. 


I have also enclosed here my collection of obituaries on Granville Gooch families, 
some which are very rare. Copies of many of these small rural papers are no longer 
in existence and most of these obituaries were found in scrap-books. 


I hope to have more for you in the future and will look forward to your future 
publications. 


Very truly yours, 


John Gooch 
(¢1705-1793) 
Gideon Gooch AnnaMariah Elizabeth 
(died 1800) (died 1802) 
m lm m 
Mary Smith Joseph Minter James Terry 
D/o James 2m (died 1799) 
John Williams S/o William 
children chidlren (1) children 
John John William 
Elizabeth Mary Stephen 
Gideon Sarah James 
Mary AnnaMariah John 
Nancy Merey Sarah 
Susannah Mary 
Judith Elizabeth 
Samuel Joseph Rachel 
(1790-1839) (1791-1875) (1793-1858) 
m m m 
Martha Parker Susan Bennett Thos Howard 
children: children: children: 
Adeliza Nancy India 
Emily Susan Nancy 
Hannah Mary Jane Elizabeth 
Louisa Daniel J. Wesley 
Caroline Dudley 
Samuel Richard 
William 
John C.R. 


Boldface = writers of letters 


Bold Outlime = receivers of letters 


m unknown 
Mary West? 


Rowland 
(died 1822) 
lm 

Lively 
Thweatt 

D/o Edward 
2m 

Mary Walker 


children(1) 
William 
Daniel 
Sarah 
Mary 

John 
Martha 
Pomfret 


Thomas 


children (2)? 
Rachel 
Susannah 


James 


James 
(1794-1879) 
m 

Sallie Harris 


children: 
George 
Ella 
Lueco 


Tohn 
(1737-1814) 


m 
Judith Radford 
(died 1819) 


Their 
Thomas 
(1796-1869) 


Gooch Family 


of Caroline County, Virginia 


& 


Granville County, North Carolina 


William 


m 
Henrietta Irby 
D/o Charles 


children (1) 
Charles 
Prudence? 
Frances? 


Daniel Gooch 
(1756-1837) 
m 

Nancey Sneed 
(1766-1822) 


Twelve 
Jane 
(1747-1882) 


Wm Clement 


William 
Hariet 
Mary Jane 
Hannah 
Samuel W. 
Susan 
Thomas D. 
Frances 
Amos 


Joseph 


Joseph Gooch 
(1732-1810) 
S/o John G. 
lm 

Rachel --- 


Three Sons b First 


Children 
William 
(1799-1877) 


Hannah 
(1800-1890) 


Amos 
(1802-1882) 


m 
Lucy Mitchell 


Wife Rachel 
Amos Gooch 
(died 1822) 


never married 


child 
Elizabeth 


Dudley S. 
(1804-1863) 
lm 

Mary Bennett 
2m 

Mary Jones 


children: (1) 
William 


Comelia 
Dudley S. Jr. 


children: (2) 
William D. 
Thomas 


Daniel Terry 
(1807-1894) 
m 

Nancy Hester 


Nancy 
(1811-1862) 


children: 
Robert 
Sarah 
Rachel 
Samuel 
William 
Joseph 
Lewis? 


Wm Gooch 
(1762-1812) 
lm 

Eliz. Gooch 
2M 

Sararh Terry 


children (1) 
John 


children (2) 
Martha 
Lucy 


Jane 


TAR RIVER DISTRICT, GRANVILLE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA 
SURVEYED IN 1989 BY J. DANIEL MAHAR 


This country graveyard is a combination of marked tombstones and crude 
stone grave markers. Tombstone dates show that this burial ground was used 
between 1822 and 1890. The yard is surrounded by a spiked iron fence punctuated 
with ornately topped posts. The oldest burial known, is that of Nancey Sneed 
Gooch who died in 1822; however oral family history recalls that Joseph Gooch's 
tombstone once stood in this yard, last seen in the 1950s. Joseph died in 1810. A 
descendant, Eugene Currin claimed to have seen the overturned tombstone of 
Joseph by the graveyard gate. Mr. Currin died soon after the sighting and no 
other record of the stone has been found. All engraved stones seem to be products 
of skilled craftsmen rather than home made, and compare to similar stones 
found in local graveyards. . It seems that many of the stones are not contemporary 
to the burials and may be replacements for older markers. Decoration is found 
only on three of the headstones. Most tombstones are slender plain marble. 


The Gooch Family Cemetery is flanked by State Road 1152, now the Lucy 
Averette Road and the Enon Church Road. The yard is to be found on a logging 
road not far above the bridge over the river Tar. The cemetery is located about 200 
yards off the Enon Church Road. 


Though the cemetery is easily accessible, it is not shown on the US. 
Geological Survey and is in disrepair. Heavy over growth and sapling trees have 
begun to reclaim the yard to nature. However, this cemetery is repairable. Most 
of the tombstones are in good condition, many with foot stones (or foot markers), 
Many of the tombstones are made of two pieces of stone the tombstone and its base. 
The most common problem is the uneven settling of the bases which the 
tombstones fit into. Their unevenness has caused many of the headstones to 
break. There are many cruder grave markings of fashioned and planted stones 
which need to be saved from being buried or uprooted. These markers are either 
indications of slave burials or graves that never got (or are missing) headstones. 
The iron fence which surrounds the yard is rusted, but in working condition and 
restorable. 


The Gooch Family appears in Granville about 1775, when Rowland Gooch 
settles on Howel's Creek at the branch of Island Creek and Howel Creek in North 
Central Granville County. Rowland's father, John Gooch Sr. settled in Granville 
County along with his sons Rowland, Joseph, and Gideon Gooch and his son-in- 
laws Joseph Minter and James Terry. Most of these men seem to settle in the 
Island Creek District of Granville County, though Joseph purchase his first tract 
in Tar River District where this cemetery is found. Joseph Gooch arrived in 
Granville about 1789 and bought 800 acres on either side of the Tar River. The 


graveyard may be located on what was once his plantation. J oseph's son Daniel 
Gooch did settle in the Tar River District and his home plantation was situated on 
the farm that the graveyard sits on. Daniel's land was in part the original grant 
owned by Joseph, however, Daniel bought an additional 284 acres North of the Tar 
River from Thomas Person in 1805. In all, Daniel's land covered 900 acres on both 
banks of the Tar River. The farms were passed on to his sons J oseph, Amos and 
William, as well as, his daughters Hannah and Nancy. Daniel Terry Gooch 
inherited the lands of Hannah Gooch known as the Howard Tract, which the 
graveyard and the house [now known as the Lena Gooch Place] above the yard are 
situated on. Granville County deeds and plats confirm that this land is the same 
land mentioned in Daniel's will of 1837. 


The Inventory 


1. Dudley S. Gooch \ born \Aug. 1, 1804 \died \ Mar. 12, 1863 \ Age 59 ys 4 ms 
19 ds\ 


An elaborate podium type tomb with a carved stone closed book on top and 
shallow engraving. Strangely, the tomb's front faces the fence. Identical with the 
tombstone of his first wife Mary Jane Bennett, probably both were placed much 
later than the internment of the bodies. The tombstone is accompanied with a 
marble foot mark engraved with D.S.G. The ground is somewhat sunken. 


Dudley Snead Gooch is the tenth child of Daniel and Nancey (nee Sneed) 
Gooch. He was married twice, once to Mary Jane Bennett "Polly" and second to 
Mary Frances Jones known as "Indiana" a daughter of William Jones. Both 
wives proceeded Dudley in death. Dudley probably died in Nash County, where he 
owned a large farm on the Tar River just south of Spring Hope. He had nine 
children by his first wife and two by his second. 


2. Nancy Gooch \ born \ Jan 29, 1811 \ died \ Apr 25, 1862 


The tombstone is typical of the yard, marble rectangular with a curved top. 
The stone is fitted into a heavy base. There is also a marble foot marker engraved 
with N.G. 


Nancy Gooch is the twelfth and last child of Daniel and Nancey (nee Sneed) 
Gooch. She is mentioned as an unmarried daughter in her father’s will and 
apparently never married. She lived in her father’s "mansion" house with her 
spinster sister Hannah and bachelor brother Amos. It seems likely that Nancy 
was ill or bedridden part of her life. Her tombstone is contemporary with that of 
Hannah and Amos’, Hannah left provision in her will of $100.00 for her tombstone 
and that of Nancy and Amos. 


3. Unknown 


A large flat unfashioned dark stone located behind the tombstone of Nancy 
Gooch. It is broken in two. Possibly a support for a previous tombstone or the 
original grave marker for Nancy's burial place, before the marble stone replaced 
it. 


4. Nancey Sneed \ born \ Augt, 1,1766, \ was married to \ Danl, Gooch \ Oct, 
7, 1789, \ died \ June 23, 1823 


This tombstone is a more slender version of the marble stones found in this 
yard. The stone also seems stronger and less brittle than the other marble stones. 
The stone was found buried and faced down in 1989 by this informant. Very good 
condition and identical to that of her husbands nearby. May not be contemporary 
with internment. The original location of the grave is not evident, no tombstone 
base, sunken area or foot marker is found near by to suggest grave site. 


Nancey Sneed is the daughter of Captian Samuel and Jain (nee Dudley) 
Sneed of Granville and Person County. Her father was a large landowner who 
settled in Granville about 1760 and is recorded in Person County in the 1800s. 
Nancey’s brother Stephen was the County Clerk for Granville for many years. Her 
other brother Col. Thomas Sneed served in the House of Commons for North 
Carolina in the 1820s. Nancey was married only once and had at least twelve 
children. 


5. Daniel Gooch \ born \ Aug, 26, 1756 ١ died ١ Novr, --- 1837 


Daniel's tombstone is identical with that of his wife's, Nancey. The stone is 
a sturdy, but slender marble rectangular with a curved top. This stone too, is 
displaced and found, by this informant, leaning up against the fence. No evident 
stone support, sunken area or foot marker is found near by to show the original 
grave site. The lack of an exact death date suggests the tombstone post dates 
internment or/and replaces and older stone. 


Daniel is the son of Joseph Gooch and his mother was probably Rachael, 
who is named in Amelia County, Virginia deeds as Joseph's wife. Daniel was 
probably born in Carolina County, Virginia, where his father lived before their 
emigration to Amelia in 1760. Joseph and Daniel later emigrated to Granville 
County in the 1780s. Daniel owned 900 acres on either side of the Tar River in the 
Tar River District, along with land on the Neuse River and in the Knapp of the 
Reeds District. He served as County Entry Taker and probably was a Justice of the 
Peace for Granville County. Family records list his death date as, the 18th of 
November 1837. 


6. Unknown 


A small unfashioned stone planted in the ground, no apparent markings. 


7. Unknown 


Four shaped cylindrical stones placed in the corners of a rectangular area. 
This may be four, two, or one burial area. It's placement in the graveyard is 
prominent and central in location. Little evidence of sunken ground. 


8. Mary J. Bennett \ wife of \ Dudley S. Gooch \ died Dec. 9, 1848 


This podium like grave marker is identical to her husbands, except the 
placement is "opposite", her tomb is facing towards the yard gate. A marble foot 
stone is buried quite a distance in front and marked with M.J.B.G. 


Mary Jane Bennett may be the daughter of Charles and Martha (nee Walker) 
Bennett. She probably grew up in the Tar River District area. She married Dudley 
in Granville County and lived first in the Tar River District and then in the 
Goshen District. She died less than a month after the birth of her son Dudley 
Snead jr. She gave birth to nine children in all. 


9. Susan H. Gooch \ born \ Aug 14. 1837 \ died \ Feby 28, 1855 \ not death but 
sleepth 


This the most ornate of the old stones. A rectangular marble slab with a 
curved top and beveled edges it has within the curve a carved rose. The stone is 
solidly attached to its base. There is a foot marker with the initials, S.G. engraved. 


Susan H. Gooch is the daughter of Joseph and Susan W. (nee Bennett) 
Gooch. Her father was a farmer and grist mill owner in the Tar River District. 
Nothing else is known of Susan. 


10. Joseph H. Gooch \ born \ Decr, 12, 1791 \ died \ Sep. 16, 1876. \ Come unto 
me all ye that \ labor and are heavy laden \ and I will giv you rest. 


Similar to his daughter's near by stone (Susan), A rectangular marble 
stone with a curved top and beveled sides. No ornate carvings. No foot marker. 


Joseph is the second child of Daniel and Nancey (nee Sneed) Gooch. He 
inherited land and slaves in the Tar River District and ran a mill, probably the 
same that his grandfather Joseph built on the Tar in 1797. Joseph married Susan 
W. Bennett in Granville and. their marriage bond is dated August 1827. Family 
records list his death year as 1875. It is unknown where his wife is buried. 


[END OF BACK ROW] 


[BEGIN MIDDLE ROW] 


11. Unknown 


Roughly shaped white cylindrical stone with no apparent engravings. 
Evident heavily sunken area before the stone. Obviously a grave. 


12. J.D. Gooch \ born \ Feb. 5, 1842 \ died \ Sept. 2, 1875 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top. Typical of the stones in this 
yard. Tombstone has been broken out of its support and is now leaning against it's 
support. Not foot marker. 


This probably Joseph son of Daniel Terry and Nancy (nee Hester) Gooch. A 
Joseph is listed on the 1850 Census in their family, but is listed as being born in 
1847. 


13. LT. Gooch \ born Sept 17, 1850, \ died \ Aug. 24, 1875 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top. Typical of the stones in this 
yard. The tombstone has been broken out of it's support and is now leaning 
against it's support. Very slender marble foot stone engraved with L.T.G. 


Possibly the infant listed on the 1850 Census in the household of Daniel 
Terry Gooch. 


14. Infant \ daughter of W. & S. Cheatham \ 1869 


A tall slender marble rectangular stone with a curved top and what seems 
to be a marble base, cut from one piece.? Some of the engraving is in cursive, 
different, more elegant than most of the stones. No foot marker. 


The Cheatham family married into the Daniel Terry Gooch family and 
lived in this area. Sally Gooch daughter of D.T. Gooch married William H. H. 
Cheatham in 1868. They may have lived in what is now known as the Lena Gooch 
Place. 


15. S.A. Gooch, \ born \ Dec. 22, 1842 \ died \ Aug 15, 1862 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top and separate base. Typical of 
the tombstones in the yard. Stone found still in base. A slender marble foot 
marker engraved with S.A.G. 


This is probably the grave of Sam Gooch a son of Daniel Terry and Nancy 
(nee Hester) Gooch. In a letter found in a collection of letters belonging to Amos 
Gooch, there is mentioned a Sam Gooch who died in the Civil War, this is 
probably the same Sam[re: North Carolina State Library, Granville Co. Misc. 
Papers]. 


16. Rachael A. Gooch, \ born \ Aug. 26, 1838, \ died \ Feb. 17, 1864. 
A rectangular marble stone with a curved top and separate base. This stone 
was still in it's base and in good condition. Has a marble foot marker engraved 


with R.A.G. 


Rachael is the daughter of Daniel Terry and Nancy (nee Hester) Gooch. She 
is recorded on the 1850 Census with that family. 


17. Unknown 


A large unfashioned dark flat stone located behind Rachael A. Gooch's 
stone. May be a support or and old marker. No evidence of an inscription. 


18. Nancy H. \ wife of \ D.T. Gooch, \ born \ July 15, 1806, \ died \ Aug. 25, 1862 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top and separate base. This stone 
was found intact in it's base. No apparent foot marker 


Nancy is the daughter of Robert and Nancy (nee Walker) Hester. She 
married Daniel Terry Gooch in 1831. Daniel Terry Gooch lived in the Tar River 
District and owned a toll bridge over the Tar River. He inherited land from his 
sister Hannah which is probably the same farm now known as the Lena Gooch 
Place. 


19. Unknown 

A slender marble marker, like a foot stone but clipped on one side. Planted 
ever with the other head stones in the row. No apparent engraving. Sunken 
ground before the stone. 


20. W.N. Gooch ١ born \ Nov. 6, 1845 \ died \ Sept. 1, 1888 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top and a separate base. Found 
broken out of it's support. No apparent foot marker. - 


William Noah Gooch is the son of Daniel Terry and Nancy (nee Hester) 
Gooch. He married Celestia Anne Cheatham and probably lived in the house now 
known as the Lena Gooch Place, named after his spinster daughter. 


[END OF MIDDLE ROW] 


21. Empty Quarter 


This area is heavily over grown and strangely empty of tombstones. It is 
likely that there are grave sites here which are covered. 


22. Unknown 


A crude squared pillar-shaped marker. Found on it's side at the base\head 
of a deep depression in the ground. No apparent inscription found. 


23/24. Unknown 


Two unfashioned stone markers found flat on the ground. These stones are 
placed on either side of the entrance as you walk into the graveyard. Both have a 
smooth top surface and are of a similar brown colored stone. They may have 
marked an earlier entrance or are displaced grave markers. 


25. Hannah Gooch ١ born \ Oct. 7, 1800, \ died \ June 3, 1890 


A rectangular marble stone with a curved top and inserted in a heavy base. 
Typical of this graveyard. There is a foot marker of marble, engraved with H.G. 


Hannah Gooch is the eighth child of Daniel and Nancey (nee Sneed) Gooch. 
she never married and lived with her spinster sister Nancy and her bachelor 
brother Amos. Her father provided her with a farm and his house, for her 
services to him in his old age. This farm is thought to be what is now known as 
the Lena Gooch Place. In her will Hannah gives the middle initial A. and is listed 
as Annie on the 1880 Census. She raised several of her orphaned nieces and 
nephews. It is her will that leaves money for the headstones of Nancy, Amos and 
herself. She was a member of the Geneva Presbyterian Church. 


26. Unknown 


A whitish unfashioned marker. Rough and lozenge shape. Located behind 
the head stone of Hannah Gooch. 


oY 


27. Amos Gooch \ born \ Aug. 10, 1802, \ died \ Mar. 7, 1885 


A rectangular marble headstone with a curved top and inserted in a stone 
base. Typical of the stone s in this graveyard. A marble foot marker i s engraved 
with ۰ھ‎ 


Amos is the ninth child of Daniel and Nancey (nee Sneed) Gooch. It is 
thought that he never married, or was widowed early in life. He lived with his 
sisters Hannah and Nancy. He was a wealthy farmer in the Tar River District, 
later known as the Tally Ho District. He raised and managed the estates of several 
of his nieces and nephews. A collection of correspondence to him is located in the 
North Carolina State Library under Granville County Miscellaneous Papers. 


[END OF FRONT ROW] 


28. Three Graves 


These three graves lay outside the SW corner of the yard and are marked by 
pointed cylindrical stones and marked depression in the ground. These may be 
slave graves. 
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From: Cecil Daniels <cdan@mylink.net> 
To: Cecil Daniels <cdan@mylink.net> 
Date: 02 February, 2000 1:41 PM 
Subject: From J.Daniel Mahar 


0000 .بب 02-24 سد میٹ نت تتی‪شب بس سشسسبسسبسبپ.ب.؛._؛؛؛×؛سسدییمیدیضینتیبيیاانخنیننننيیيينيتیيیيىیيدیيیییئ 


bject: 
Fwd: Re: 
Date: 
Tue, 1 Feb 00 19:46:54 -0700 
From: 
"J. Daniel Mahar" <mahard@jps.net> 
To: 
<cdan@mylink.net> 


Dear Angel: 


Thank you for writing. Yes, | am interested in your work and in any 
family history you may have especially on Billy Gosling and in immediate 
family. | will paste on this message my notes on the Billy Gosling 

line. 


As you will see | believe Billy to be kin to William Gooch of Caswell 
County, NC and | suspect he came from Hanover County, VA as William 
did. Most of the VA records have been lost to war and fire, so there 

are many many unanswered questions that may remain unanswered. You will 
also see that there is a great deal of information on Billy's son John 

and son-in-law Hammond through an unusual source, a slave narrative 
published as an abolitionist tract in the 19th century. This account of 
your family reveals an especially brutal side of slavery, which is 

rarely touched upon in local court records, so please don't be too 
shocked. | think some in your line have been offended by the inclusion 
of this narrative, but in historical context it actually tells us all 

sorts of details on this family, both good and bad that would normally 
have been lost. Whether the account is completely true or even typical 
of the way people managed their slaves, it does remind us about what 
slavery did to Southern society. The account is especially interesting 

to me as most of my family were slave owners and their handling of 
slaves could have been quite similar. | also suggest a very interesting 
book called "Slaves in the Family" recently published by Edward Ball 
which deals both historically and emotionally with the issues 
surrounding slave owning and enslavement. 


My line if not related to your line is perhaps very distantly related. 

My ancestor John Gooch (1705-1793) is found in Caroline Co., VA in the 
1740s and settled with many of his children in Granville County, NC. 
Though Granville is quite close to Caswell, there seems to be no records 
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that suggest the two Gooch families here knew each other or acknowledged 
their kinship; however, it is clear that there are shared lines with at 

least the Claiborne family which must have married into the Gooch family 
along the way, perhaps more than once. To date only one Gooch-Claiborn 
marriage has been established that of William Gough to Ursula Clayborne 
daughter of William Claiborn ۱۱ and granddaughter to the Councellor Col. 
William Claiborne. | am also related to the Claiborne through the 

Brereton family. After a while it seems like everyone is connected 
somehow. Anyway, John Gooch of Caroline Co., VA and Granville Co., NC 
had a large family that settled in NC and in SC's 96th District. My 

line remained in Granville until after the Civil War when my great 
grandfather went to Texas. 


Here are my notes. Please feel free to contact me with any specific 
questions. As | have not done a great deal of independent research on 
your line, | am always interested in corrections and details such as 
tombstone records and Bible records. 


Very truly yours, 
Daniel Mahar 
www.geocities.com/Heartland/Farm/4162 


Notes: 
BILLY GOSLING GOOCH 


A third William Gooch, is found in early North Carolina court 
documents as, ‘Billy Gosling Gooch.’ Little has been written on this 
Gooch line; however, Virginia Gooch Watson of Franklin, Tennessee has 
put to pen some of their history. In 1775, Billy purchases land in Bute 
County, an now extinct county which bordered Granville County, North 
Carolina. Billy Gosling Gooch witnesses a deed for William and Frances 
(Rice) Gooch on the 25th of June 1778 in Granville [re: D.B. M, pg. 

127]. This deed documents that the two men knew each other and suggests 
kinship between these two Gooch families, but Billy is clearly not 

William's son and no document has been found that states their kinship. 

By 1784, Billy buys land in Caswell County and is listed in that 

county's tax list in the Gloucester District; this occurs about the same 

time that William Gooch Sr. settles in Caswell. Around 1800, Billy 

settles in Kershaw County, South Carolina. 


Seventeen years earlier, Clayburn Gooch had been a resident of 
Kershaw County, South Carolina and his probate records indicate he died 
with no heirs, except his wife Nancy Ann Neely Gooch who by the 16th of 
May 1783 had remarried to William Bostick who applied for the 
administration of Clayburn Gooch's estate before removing his family to 
Kentucky. Clayburn‘s relationship to Billy has not been established, 
but it seems unlikely that the appearance of these two men in the region 
is merely a coincidence. Clayburn*s name certainly suggests connections 
William & Ursula (Claiborne) Gouge of King William County, VA; who left 
no account of their children except for a son Clayborne who was alive in 
1705 and who probably left a namesake who was running a ferry on the 
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Pamunkey River in the mid-eighteen century. As speculated earlier, 
Billy Gosling's relationship with William Gooch of Caswell County, NC, 
another Gooch family that uses Claiborne in their naming patterns, may 
indicate they all share a common ancestor in William Gouge & his wife 
Ursula. 


Billy Gosling Gooch died between the 04th and the 19th of 
February 1803, when his will was proved in Kershaw County Court. 
Billy's only known spouse is Kerenhappuck *Keren?, who was the widow of 
Jeremiah Hillard of New Kent, Virginia. A marriage record for the 
couple has not been found, but they were married after 1777, probably in 
Bute County. Billy and Keren are mentioned first together in a deed in 
which Billy ‘replaces? a Negro who died, apparently the enslaved man had 
belonged to the widow of Jeremiah Hillard [re: Bute Co., 11 Nov. 1777]. 
Information provided by Vila Caston Floyd of Lafayette, Georgia, though 
conflicting on certain facts is clearly the same man, 


sJohn Gooch was born in Goochland County, Virginia. He married 
Elizabeth (Nancy) Sleigh. This John Gooch was son of John and 
Karenhappuch Hillard Gooch of Goochland. John and Elizabeth Sleigh 
Gooch also named one of their sons, John. John, born January 9, 1780, 
married Elizabeth Riddlespurger, born November 17 1786. Whether he 
married before he migrated to South Carolina, or not, is not known. His 
will recorded in Chester County, South Carolina was probated in 
November, 1840. His son Henry H. Gooch was executor. According to Old 
Lancaster County Deeds, Book K, page 322, John Gooch was one of the 
trustees of the tract of land deeded to the Tolerant Church in 1821, 

said land being in Lancaster District on Singleton Creek.* 


There appears to be no records in Goochland County, Virginia of any 
Gooch family residing there, but the use of Goochland County as the 
place of origin for many Gooches has been traditional in Gooch family 
history due to the name of the County. We know that Billy Gosling Gooch 
did marry the widow Hillard and had a son John; therefore, it is assumed 
that John is the man mentioned above who married Elizabeth 7 
Sleigh. Other secondhand sources name her as *Polly’, though this may 
be a second wife. Like so many family history this particular one is 
undocument and it is unclear where the sources originated from, so it is 
not surprising that it conflicts with known facts. 


The children of Billy Gosling & Karenhappuck Gooch are found 
listed in Billys will as follows: Betsey (m:Britain), Polly 
(m:Britain), Rebecka (m:Bird, Hillard), Mildred (m:Bird, Hugh), Nancy, 
Patsey (m:Bennett), Henry, John, & Mehalah. Keren dies in 1840 near 
Montgomery, Alabama at a place called 3Highland Home.? Family history 
in the Bird family, recall her emigrating to Alabama along with her 
daughter Mildred Bird. Billy's son John marries twice and settles in 
Chester County, South Carolina, where he raised a large family and died 
in 1840 leaving a will. 


This Gooch line also documented by the accounts of an escaped slave 
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named Moses Roper who wrote in 1838, A Narrative of the Adventures and 
Escape of Moses Roper, from American Slaver. Moses’ dramatic and 
horrific tale of his treatment in slavery provides us with a glimps into 

the Gooch family of Kershaw County, SC. Though his story is quite 
shocking, the detailed account of the Gooch family provides both 
important family information, as well as, a horrific portrait of slavery 

at its worse. It is not clear if the tale that Roper encounts to Dr. 

Morison, an abolitionist, is entirely accurate or is abolisionist 
propaganda; however, we know the incidences in the story Moses tells is 
not beyond the known actions of slave owners and similar treatments of 
slaves have been confirmed in other historical sources. It also casts a 
dark light on the Caswell deed regarding Billy Gosling Gooch's 
replacement? of a slave to the Hillard estate. 


Moses Roper describes himself as the son of Caswell County, NC planter 
(a White man) identified only as *Mr. Roper? and an enslaved woman owned 
by Roper. Moses and his mother became the target of the hatred of Mrs. 
Roper who in an insane fit tried to kill the new born child. Moses was 
transfered among the Roper kin until he was sold to a trader and for a 

time was left him with a 31۷۸۲ Sneed? who ran a boarding house in 
Washington, Georgia. This Mr. Sneed is certainly connected to the 
Caswell County Gooch family, though not to Billy Gosling Gooch. 
Eventually, Moses was sold in Liberty, SC to a “Mr. Gooch? of Cashaw 
(sic) County, SC. *Mr. Gooch bought me for his son-in-law, Mr. Hammans 
_. Mr. Hammans was a very severe and cruel master, and his wife still 
worse; she use to tie me up and flog me while naked.? After Mr. Hammans 
saw that | was determined to die in the woods, and not live with him, he 
tried to obtain a piece of land from his father-in-law, Mr. Gooch; not 

having the means of purchasing it, he exchanged me for the land. As 
soon as Mr. Gooch had possession of me again, knowing that | was averse 
to going back to him, he chained me by the neck to his chaise. In this 
manner he took me to his home at MacDaniel's Ferry, in the county of 
Chester, a distance of fifteen mile. After which he put me into a 

swamp, to cut trees, the heaviest work which men of twenty-five or 

thirty years of age have to do, | being but sixteen.? *My master’s 

cruelty was not confined to me, it was his general conduct to all his 

slaves ... Mr. Gooch ... was a member of a Baptist church, called Black 
Jack Meeting-House, in Cashaw county, which church | attended for 
several years, but was never inside ... Mr. Gooch had a slave named 

Phil, who was a member of a Methodist Church. This man was between 
seventy and eighty years of age; he was so feeble that he could not 
accomplish this tasks, for which his master used to chain him round the 
neck, and run him down a steep hill; this treatment he never 

relinquished to the time of his death. Another case was that of a slave 
named Peter, who for not doing his task, he flogged nearly to death, and 
afterwards pulled out his pistol to shoot him, but his (Mr. Gooch’'s) 
daughter snatched the pistol from his hand. Another mode of punishment 
which this man adopted was, that of using iron horns, with bells, 

attached to the back of the slave's neck. This instrument he used to 
prevent the Negroes running away, being a very ponderous machine, seven 
feet in height, and the cross pieces being two feet four and six feet in 
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This Gooch family is certainly that of Billy Gosling Gooch, though the 

3Mr. Gooch? of the Roper account is Billy's son John whose daugther 

Nancy Robinson Gooch married Leroy Hammond (Hamman in the sketch). 
Leroy Hammond (04 Dec 1801 - c1881) lived in Kershaw Co., SC and married 
Nancy Gooch in 1822. Leroy Hammond is the son of Philip Terrell Hamond 
(1800-1864) of Kershaw and his wife Delilah Gilliam [ref: Hammond 

family history; Hammond family Bible, SC Historical Society Publication; 

& Hammond family graveyard, near Beaver Creek Baptist Church, Kershaw]. 
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